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... But You Can Judge Our Book by its Coverages

Despite the digital world we live in, books remain vital. They record facts, store knowledge, inspire
our imagination and restore hope. At OdysseyRe we take every advantage we can of technology to
help us predict risk and measure our decisions. But we don't lose sight of the history that instructs
us from the past, from our own books, and from the books of others.
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CORPORATE PROFILE 1

Corporate Profile

Ve o \ dyssey Re Holdings Corp. is a leading worldwide underwriter

h " of reinsurance and specialty insurance. We are listed on the
New York Stock Exchange ("ORH", with total assets of $9.0
. bilion and $2.1 bilion in shareholders' equity as of
. . December 31, 2006.

: Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. operates globally under the
banner OdysseyRe. Supported by $2.5 billion of statutory policyholders’ surplus,
we underwrite a wide range of reinsurance, insurance, property and casualty
products through our subsidiaries: Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation,
Hudson Insurance Company, Hudson Specialty Insurance Company, Clearwater
Insurance Company, Newline Insurance Company Limited and Newline
Underwriting Management Limited, OdysseyRe’s managing agent at Lloyd's.

OdysseyRe is one of the top 5 broker market reinsurers in the United States and
ranks among the top 20 global reinsurance companies. We have 14 offices
worldwide, with over 600 employees in four operating divisions: Americas,
EuroAsia, London Market and U.S. Insurance.




Gross Premiums Written Total Assets
Millicns Millions

Q3

Statutory Surplus Book Value per Common Share
Millions Dollars

L

Performance Graph

The following gragh compares the cumulative total return to shareholders of OdysseyRe (assuming reinvestment
of dividends) fromm December 31, 2001 through December 31, 2008, with the curmulative total return of the
Standard & Poor's 500 Property & Casualty Insurance Index and the cumulative total return of the Standard &
Poor's 500 Composite Index.

Cumulative Total Return to Shareholders Value of $100 Invested on December 31, 20012
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December 31, December 31, December 31, December 31, December 31, December 31,
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

OdysseyRe $100 $100.59 $128.82 $144.75 $144.73 $216.19
S&P 500 Property & Gasualty $100 $ 88.98 $112.48 $124.20 $142.97 $161.38
5&P 500 Index $100 $ 77.90 $100.25 $111.15 $116.61 $135.03

{1)Assumes $100 invested on Decamber 31, 2001 in shares of OdysseyRe common stock, the Standard & Poor's 500 Property & Casualty Insurance Index, and the
Standard & Poor's 500 Composite index.
{2) Based on the closing price of shares of OdysseyRe commen stock on the dates shown on the NYSE and on information provided by Standard & Poor's.




Financial Highlights

Qdyssey Re Holdings Corp.
(dollars in millions, except per share data)

FINANCIAL HIGHLIGHTS 3

2006 2005 2004
Gross premiums written $2,335.7 $2,626.9 $2,650.8
Net premiums written 2,160.9 2,301.7 2,361.8
Net premiums earned 2,225.8 2,276.8 23335
Net investment income 487 1 2201 164.2
Net realized investment gains 189.1 59.9 122.0
Income (loss) before income taxes 739.2 {181.8) 309.3
Net income (loss) available to commeon shareholders 499.6 (117.7) 205.2 !
Earnings {loss) per commen share - basic 7.24 (1.81}) 3.19
Earnings {loss) per common share — diluted 6.93 (1.81) 2.98
Total assets 8,853.7 8,646.6 7,555.7 |
Shareholders’ equity 2,083.6 1,639.5 1.568.2
Return on average common equity 28.3% (7.6)% 14.0% l
Bock value per common sharg'” § 2792 § 22.31 $ 24722
Combined ratio 94.4% 117.6% 97.2%
Gross Premiums Written by Division
(dollars in milicns)
2006 2005 2004
Americas § 924.2 $1,130.5 $1,257.5
EurcAsia 561.2 543.8 553.7
London Market 340.7 4316 447.7 }
U.S. Insurance 509.6 521.0 391.9 f
Total Gross Premiums Written $2,335.7 $2,626.9 $2,650.8
{
{1) Book value per common sharg, a financial measure often used by investors, is calculated using common shareholders' equity. a non-GAAP financial {
measure, which represenis tolal shareholders’ equily, a GAAP financial measure, reduced by the equity attributabla to our preferrad stock, which was
issued during 2005, The common shareholders’ aguity is divided by our commaon shares sutstanding al each respective year end to derive book value
per common share as reflected in the following table §n millions, except share amounts),
2006 2005 2004
Total shareholders® equity 32.083.6 $1,638.5 51.568.2 i
Less: equity related o preferred stock 975 97.5 —
Total common shareholders' equity $1,986.1 $1.5420 $1.568.2 j
Common shares outstanding 71,140,948 59.127.532 64,754,978
Book value per common share $ 2792 § 22.31 8 2422




4 A LETTER TO OUR SHAREHOLDERS

To Our Shareholders:

year after our worst losses on
record, OdysseyRe's foriunes
rebounded smartly in 2006.

In fact, we attained numerous

milestones in the past year. Our

combined ratio of 94.4% was the
lowest in our history. Our net income of $499.6 milion
was the highest OdysseyRe has ever recorded. And,
our return on common equity of 28.3% also reflected
a historic best for our company.

As we've stated, OdysseyRe's primary financial
objective is to grow our shareholder book value at a
compound rate of 15% per annum. Since the end of
2001, we have achieved an actual rate of compound
book value per share growth of 18.2%. Our strategy of
maintaining a relentlessly disciplined underwriting
operation with a longer-term value oriented investment
approach has delivered this result, notwithstanding the
many challenges encountered over ihe years.

During 2006, our share price began 10 reflect
QdysseyRe's superior long-term value creation. More
investors have begun to notice our story, and interest in
our shares is at an al-time high. The reduction in
holdings of our majority shareholder, Fairfax Finangial
Holdings Limited, from 80% to 60%, has significantly
expanded the float in our stock, and aliowed a wider
base of investors to participate.

Underwriting remains at the core of QdysseyHe's
business mission. Without successful underwriting, the
formula does not work. We can expect conditions 1o
weaken as we move through 2007, and in this
environment, more emphasis will need to be placed on
disciplined risk selection and pricing. There do remain

2006 Gross Premiums Written

ample opportunities for profit; those operations with
effective global reach and the necessary skill sets will
be most successful in the years ahead. We believe
OdysseyRe should be counted among this limited group.

“Since the end of 2001,

we have achieved an actual
rate of compound book value
per share growth of 18.2%.

Across our book of business, the U.S. continues to
represent the largest slice of the portfolio. About 54%
of our overall business emanates from U.S. exposures,
transacted through our Americas Division and through
our U.S. Insurance Division. The reinsurance business
of the Americas Division was again subjected to
competitive pressures, particularly in the liability area, as
cedants continue to scale back their purchases of
casualty reinsurance. As a company, we have offset
this trend by expanding our own insurance business
through the U.S. Insurance Division. Together, the
international liability business written in our Lioyd's
syndicate and our U.S. insurance business now
represent just under one-third of OdysseyRe's overall
premium volume. We believe this mix (reinsurance and
insurance) provides extra strength and balance to our
operations that will serve us well into the future.

Outside of the U.S., both the London Market Divisicn
and the EuroAsia Division contributed strong results to
our bottom line. We have a unique global footprint
through these two platforms, and we will continue to
develop our opporiunities, We look forward to
expanding the international liability focus of Newline

Casualty 57.4%

Property 31.8% 4]

Surety & Credit 4.4%
Marine & Aerospace 6.4%




more deeply into Asia in 2007, as well as further
developing our reinsurance businesses in both India
and China.

During 2008, we fully participated in the improved
underwriting climate for property catastrophe
exposure, particularly in the United States. At the same
time, we have been clear that OdysseyRe will maintain
a well-diversified portfolio. We will be measured in our
risk appetite for hurricane and earthquake coverage, as
we have in the past, and not allow our book of
business to become over-concentrated.

In early 2007, we have seen the State of Florida enter
the reinsurance business and inject significant
governmentally sponsored, public capacity onto the
field of play. The consequences of this development
need to be monitored closely. Unlike the alternative so-
called "sidecar” capacity that entered our market after
the 2005 storms, which we expect will withdraw as
capacity needs lessen, it is unclear how permanent the
state's foray into reinsurance will be.

We are very proud of the many discrete business units
we have built over the years at OdysseyRe. In the
pages that foliow, you will read rmore about the scope
and breadth of our activities. It takes many years of
sustained effort to construct such a rich array of
successful business enterprises.

Robust Corporate Governance is a vital component of
any successful business, and during 2006 and into
2007, OdysseyRe has undertaken new initiatives to
enhance our practices in this area, and to further
strengthen our Enterprise Risk Management. We have
recently welcomed three new independent members to
our Board: Peter Bennett, Patrick Kenny and Paul
Wolff. We expect each of these individuals will
contribute importantly to the OdysseyRe Board of
Directors in the coming years.

| would like to thank Frank Bennett and Sam Mitchell
for their service as members of OdysseyRe's board.
Their dedication and counsel have been highly valued
as we've navigated through the challenges of the last
several years.,

Sccial responsibility has been a key element in
OdysseyRe’s corporate culture from its earliest days. |
am therefore very pteased to inform you of the creation
of the OdysseyRe Foundation, through which we will
provide funding to charitable organizations active in the
communities in which OdysseyRe employees live and
work. The Foundation will also carry on our long
standing tradition of championing organizations
dedicated to worldwide disaster relief.

Finally, | am pleased to repert that, due to the vigorous
efforts of many individuals, we have remediated the two
materiat control weaknesses that were identified during
2006. The speed with which your company
successfully marshaled resources to enhance its
contrai framework should provide comfort to investors.
We are committed to ensuring OdysseyRe maintains
best in class financial processes at our company.

As we reflect upon the past year, | want to
acknowledge the hard work and dedication of
OdysseyRe's employees, the guidance of our Board
of Directors and the support of our clients
and shareholders. Without them, OdysseyRe’s
achievements in 2006 would not have been possible.

Very truly yours,

>R

Andrew A, Barnard
President and Chief Executive Officer
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Overview of Operations

__// e \\\. dysseyRe underwrites its
] business in four operating
divisions: the  Americas,

RN /‘" //' EuroAsia, the London Market
\ -7 " and U.S. Insurance.

In 2006, OdysseyRe's cansolidated gross premiums
written were $2.3 billion, down 11.1% from 2005.
Reinsurance worldwide totaled 70% while insurance
accounted for 30% of gross premiums written.
Although we are U.S.-based, our international
business now comprises 46% of our portfolio.

OdysseyRe has emerged as a prominent global
underwriter, locally responsive, but built upon a
unified underwriting culture in each of its 14 locations.

As you'll see in the following pages, each of
OdysseyRe's divisions adapts its strengths to the
diverse geography and product needs of its clients,
making OdysseyRe a true “international edition.”

2006 Gross Premiums Written

-

e London Alacky Dw.

U.S. INSURANCE

Americas 39.6% ————— EuroAsia 24.0%

Domestic 54.2“.1".:J

|
]

London Market 14.6% U.S. Insurance 21.8%

International 45.8%

Reinsurance 69.5%

Insurance 30.5%




8 AMERICAS DIVISION

From offices in the United States, Canada and Latin
America, the Americas Division of OdysseyRe
underwrites property and casualty reinsurance as well
as marine, aerospace and surety. While overall
premium volume was down in 2006, the average
expected margins in our busingss improved in
light of the favorable changes in business mix
described below.

Qur gross premiums written in the U.S. declined in
2006 by 18.7% to $756.4 milion as we shifted our mix
of property business in favor of excess of loss
coverage, which produces higher expected margins on
smaller premiums in the prevailing market environment,
and we scaled back our underwriting of low risk, low
margin casualty business. We also saw a continuation
of the trend toward higher client retentions in maost lines
that are not catastrophe-exposed.

2006 Gross Premiums Written by Type of Business

_. Casualty 49%

O Property 30%

DO Facultative 12%

O Surety & Credit 5%

B Marine & Aerospace 4%

o) 2

Two-thirds of our U.S. premiums came from casualty
lines, 81% of which arose from treaty business and
19% from facultative business. We continued to rank
among the top underwriters of casualty facultative
reinsurance in the U.S. broker market. Casuvalty
premiums declined by approximately 7.9% from 2005
as we de-emphasized certain low margin business
{mainly general liabilty and automobile gquota
shares) in favor of specialty lines such as directors
and officers liability, errors and omissions liability and
medical malpractice.

Our Latin America unit is headquartered in Mexico City,
with offices in Miami and Santiago. In 20086, gross
premiums written declined by 9.2% to $134.9 million,
largely as a result of a shift away from proportional
property reinsurance and a reduction of cat-exposed
property facuftative business in Mexico.

Our Canadian operation, based in Toronto, decreased
its gross premiums written by 36.5% to $32.0 million,
as a result of a shift away from marginally profitable
proportional business at January 1, 2006. While the
Canadian market remains competitive, our cautious
underwriting stance continued to produce excelent
results. Canada is a rature market, but we continue to
be optimistic about our long-term growth potential.

Gross Premiums Written ($ in millions)

2006 _ | so2a2
2005 $1,130.5




EURODASIA DIVISION 9

EuroAsia 1Dy,

OdysseyRe's EuroAsia Division underwriles property
and casually treaty and facultative reinsurance in the
European Union, Eastern Eurcpe, Japan, the Pacific
Rim, Africa and the Middle East. Headquartered in
Paris, with offices in Stockholm, Singapore and Tokyo,
the EuroAsia Division, with 90 employees, is well
positioned to serve this large and growing market.

The EuroAsia Division continued to grow a well-
balanced portfolio of business as it completed its sixth
year of operation, with gross premiums written in 2006
of $561.2 milion compared to $543.8 million in 20065.
Business underwritten cut of our Paris office represents
79.6% of our volume with 15.7% and 4.7% from our
Singapore and Stockholm offices, respectively. The
EurcAsia Division's combined ratio decreased from
89.7% in 2005 to 85.6% in 2006. There were no major
losses in 2006 in contrast to 2004 and 2005.

CdysseyRe's Paris office is our treaty underwriting
center for the European Unicn, Eastern Europe, the
Middle East and Africa. In 2008, our Paris office

2006 Gross Premiums Written by Type of Business

)y

increased its gross premiums written by 7.4% 1o
$446.8 miillion, mainly due to the strength of the Euro
versus the US dollar.

Cur Stockhotm office had gross premiums written of
$26.5 million, down slightly from 2005, The Stockholm
office underwrites business in the Nordic countries,
Baltic States, the Commonwealth of Independent
States and Russia, where OdysseyRe's presence
continues to develop.

Our Singapore office, with its representative bureau in
Tokyo, is OdysseyRe's base for business in the Pacific
Rim. Gross premiums written decreased from $98.9
milion to $87.9 milion, due to our disciplined
underwriting policy. Singapore continues to retreat from
proportional treaties and areas where competition is
driving pricing below our margin requirements. Certain
regions of business continue to face competitive
pressure, which requires adherence to a strict
underwriting policy. Japan, india, China and South
Korea remain our largest markets.

Gross Premiums Written ($ in millions}

Property 62%

Casualty 19%

Surety & Credit 10%
Marine & Aerospace 8%
Facultative 1%

OEO0.0




10 LONDON MARKET DIVISION
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The London Market Division operates through three
platiorms: Newline Syndicate 1218, Newline Insurance
Company Limited ("NICL™), and OdysseyRe's London
Branch. The three operations are integrated under a
common management team.

The division generated a healthy net underwriting profit
of $65.0 million in 20086, while gross premiums written
declined 21.1% to $340.7 milion due to softening
casualty insurance rates, lower reinstatement
premiums and a re-balancing of the reinsurance
portfolio in favor of excess of 10ss business.

Newline Syndicate at Lloyds, having recently
completed its 10th year of operation, is a leading
casualty insurance specialist, with a meaningful
presence in the U.K., Continental Europe, Australia,
Canada, Israel and South Africa. Newline Syndicate
is in the process of establishing a representative office
in Singapore, its first outside the U.K., to respond
to the growing demand for casually insurance
products in Asia.

NICL. a Financial Services Authority licensed casualty
insurer established in May of 2006, gives Newline
access to regional distribution channels not available to
the Syndicate. NICL's licensing enables it to write
direct insurance throughout the EC and facultative
reinsurance in most other jurisdictions.

2006 Gross Premiums Written by Type of Business

The softening market ernvironment for casually
business across Newling's principal markets is
expacted to continue in 2007. Newling will remain
disciplined, prepared to avoid business that does not
meet its requirements.

OdysseyRe's London Branch underwrites property,
casualty, accident and health, marine and asrospace
treaty reinsurance. While its portfolio is giobal in
scope, the Branch's primary mission is to serve the
reinsurance needs of clients based in the London
Market, including Lloyd's, and its portfolic is
predominately excess of loss, focused on higher
margin catastrophe-exposed lines of business.

Market conditions in property catastrophe retro and
marine excess of l0oss — two key areas for the Branch -
were attractive in 2006 and are expected to remain
robust in 2007. The Branch remains a leader in
satellite reinsurance, a sector that has performed well
the past three years. The Branch continues to find
pockets of opportunity in casualty and accident &
health, although market conditions in both sectors are
challenging and identifying opportunities for profitable
growth rore limited.

Gross Premiums Written ($ in millions}

O Casually Insurance 58%
O Marine & Aerospace 18%
O Property Reinsurance 14%
O Casualty Reinsurance 9%
O Misceflaneous 1%




U.S. INSURANGE DIVISION 11

~ U.S. INSURANCE

The U.S. Insurance Division, through Hudson
Insurance Group, underwrites specialty insurance
products in select segments of the property and
casualty market. In 2008, the division wrote $509.6
million in gross premiums written. We provide "A” rated
underwriting capacity to specialty markets on an
admitted and non-admitted basis through Hudson
Insurance Company, Hudson Specialty Insurance
Company and Clearwater Insurance Company. Cur
structure allows operating flexibility, enabling us to
respond to market opportunities where we can expect
above average returns.

With over 100 professionals operating out of three
offices, Hudson partners with leaders in their classes of
risk. We target selective segments of the business,
focusing primarily on specialty tiability lines including
medical malpractice. Our preducts and services are
designed to meet the unigque coverage and claims
handling needs of our insureds. Underwriting teams
are supported by dedicated claims, actuarial and risk
management professionals who understand exposure
and loss costs.

Hudson’s largest specialty line of business is medical
malpractice, underwritten from cur offices in Napa and

2006 Gross Premiums Written by Type of Business

B Medical Malpractice 30%
O Professional Liability 26%
B Automobile 22%

B Specialty Liability 16%

B Propenty & Package 6%

Chicago. We provide liability coverage and risk
management services to hospitals, individual and
physician groups, and varicus ancillary heatth care
providers. While this market became increasingly
challenging in 2006, we found opportunities for growth
in targeted care states where we have achieved strong
distribution and brand recognition. We continue to see
favorable indications that tort reform is moderating loss
costs in these key states.

From our office in New York City, we focus on specialty
insurance products, including directors and officers
liability, environmental liability, architects and engineers
liability and other insurance classes that we believe
offer superior undserwriting opportunities. We have
tearns of professionals who specialize in primary
program business, where our disciplined underwriting
approach and focus on monoline and regionally-
oriented business will continue to enhance our position
in the marketplace.

Prolonged success will be sustained by capitalizing on
opportunities that are not dependent on scale, but on skill.

Gross Premiums Written {$ in millions)

2006 $509.6
2005 $521.0
2004 $391.9




12 BOARD OF DIRECTQORS

Board of Directors

Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.

V. Prem Watsa

Chairman of the Board

Chairman and Chief Executive Officer,
Fairfax Financial Holdings Limited,

a financial services hclding company

James F. Dowd

Vice Chairman of the Board
President and Chief Executive Officer,
Fairfax Inc., a holding company

Andrew A. Barnard
President and Chief Executive Officer,
Cdyssey Re Holdings Carp.

Pater M. Bennett(!)
Deputy Chairman, Aon Re Canada

Anthony F, Griffiths{2X3)
Independent Business Consulftant and
Corporate Director

Patrick W. Kenny(12)3)
President and Chief Executive Officer of the
International Insurance Society

Samuel A. Mitchell {retiring as of April 2007}
Principal, Hamblin Watsa Investment Counsel Limited

Brandon W. Sweitzer2)(3)
Senior Advisor 1o the President and CEO of the
U.S. Chamber of Cammerce

Paul M. Woiff(1)2)
Partner, Williams & Connolly

1) Transaction Review Committee
2) Compensation Cormmiittee
3 Audit Committee

Officers

Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.

Andrew A, Barnard
President and Chief Executive Officer

Michael G. Wacek
Executive Vice President

R. Scott Donovan
Executive Vice President and
Chief Financiatl Officer

Anthony J. Narciso, Jr.
Senior Vice President and Controller

Donald L. Smith
Senior Vice President, General Counsel and
Corporate Secretary
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Senior Officers

Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation

Robert S, Bennett
Lawrence .J. Boyle
Patrice M. Conboy
Nicholas P. Esposito
Christopher Ezbiansky
Mark W, Hinkley
Philippe E. Maliier
Kaz W. Pienkawa
Jeffrey M. Rubin
James B. Salvesen
Elizabeth A. Sander
Mark A. Welshons

Americas Division

Michae! G. Wacek, Chief Executive Officer
Lawrence C. Berger
Thomas C. Bredahl
Alane R. Carey

Francis D. Cerasoli

Mary M. Coca

Philip A, Evensen

Arturo E. Falcon

Walter H. Fransen

John E. Gavigan

Patrick E. Gentile
Joseph A, Guardo

Gary F. Maile

Juan Eduardo Qvalle
Brian D. Quinn

Roger M. Rossiter
Gustavo A. Scheffler
Christopher T. Suarez
Stephen J. Van de Graaf
Bob H. Ysseldyk

EuroAsia Division

Lucien Pietropoli, Chief Executive Officer
Bernard Assens

Thierry Clarenc
Christophe Delélis-Fanien
Isabelle Dubots-Lafitte
Hervé Leduc

Olivier Massot

Par Mattsson

Claude Oger

Gaél Le Pah

Bruno Pasenti

Ow Hea Sea

Emily Tay

Tadashi Urata

London Market Division

Brian D. Young, Chief Executive Officer
Martin J. Campbell
Stephen L. Gordon
Michael J. Hanns
Adam H. Harper

Martin 5.J. Hawkins
Robert B. Kastner
Tracey Q. Lillington

J. Richard F. Micklem
Peter N. Murphy

Carl A. Overy
André-Frangois Rocque
Andrew W. Rogers
Richard I. Smart

Nigel G. Wilson

U.S. Insurance Division

James E. Migliorini, Chief Executive Officer
8. Lance Andrew
James A. Crowe

James J. Danbrowney
Gerard A. Dugan

Scott F. Galiardo
Christopher L. Galiagher
Michael P. Gleeson
Kimbker J. Lantry

Peter H. Lovell

Sean C. Moffat

Stephen L. Porcelli
Anthony .J. Slowski
John F Verbich

Wiliam F. Wetherall
Jean M. Willig

Karin L. Zimmerly




14 WORLDWIDE OFFICES

Executive Office

Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.

Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation

300 First Stamford Place
Stamford, CT 06902

Tel. (203) 977-8000

Fax (203) 356-0196

Worldwide Offices

Americas Division

STAMFORD

300 First Stamford Place
Stamford, CT 06302

Tel. (203) 977-8000

Fax (203) 356-0196

NEW YORK

22 Cortlandt Street, 18th Floor
New York, NY 10007

Tel. {212) 978-2700

Fax (212) 978-2785

MEXICQ CITY
Insurgentes Sur No.1605
17th Floor, Modulo [Nl

Col. San José Insurgentes
Mexico, D.F. 03200

Tel. (52) 55-5662-8660
Fax (52) 55-5662-6661

MIAMI

1200 Brickell Avenue, Suite 1410

Miami, FL 33131
Tel. (305) 577-4244
Fax (305) 577-9895

SANTIAGO
Alcantara No. 44
Piso 10, Las Condes
Santiago, Chile

C.P 6760397

Tel. (56) 2-228-0211
Fax (56) 2-228-0215

TORCNTO

55 University Avenue
Suite 1600

Toronto, Ontario MbJ 2H7
Canada

Tel. (416) 862-0162

Fax {(416) 367-3248

EuroAsia Division

PARIS

15, Rue Du 4 Septernbre
75002 Paris, France

Tel. (33) 1-49-26-100C
Fax (33) 1-42-96-3026

SINGAPORE

9 Raffles Place

#37-01 Republic FPlaza
Singapore 04 8619
Tel. (65) 6438-3806
Fax (65) 6438-3827
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STOCKHOLM
Norrlandsgatan 16
P.O. Box 1709

SE-111 87, Stockholm
Sweden

Tel. {46) 8-588-11500
Fax (46) 8-598-11599

TOKYO

Ichibanche Central Building, 7F
22-1, Ichiban-cho, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo 102-0082

Japan

Tel. (81) 3-3261-2570

Fax (81) 3-3261-2575

London Market Division

LONDON

Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation
The London Underwriting Centre

3 Minster Count, Suite 5/4

Mincing Lane

London EC3R 7DD

England

Tel. {44) 020-7080-1800

Fax (44) 020-7090-1701

Newline Underwriting Management Limited
Newline Syndicate 1218
Newline Insurance Company Limited

The London Underwriting Centre
3 Minster Court, Suite 5/4
Mincing Lane

London EC3R 70D

England

Tel. {44) 020-7080-1700

Fax (44) 020-7090-1701

U.S. Insurance Division

Hudson Insurance Group
Hudson Insurance Company

Hudson Specialty Insurance Company
Clearwater Insurance Company
Clearwater Select Insurance Company

NEW YORK

17 State Street, 29th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Tel. (212) 978-2800

Fax (212) 344-2973

NAPA

851 Napa Valley Corporate Way
Suite N

Napa, CA 94558

Tel. (707) 225-3300

Fax (7Q7) 224-6936

CHICAGO

Civic Opera Building

20 N. Wacker Drive, Suite 1370
Chicago, IL 80606

Tel. (312) 596-0222

Fax (312) 596-0233




16 FORM 10-K
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UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20549

Form 10-K

{Mark one)
ANNUAL REPORT PURSUANT TO SECTION 13 OR 15(d) OF THE SECURITIES
EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934

For the fiscal year ended: December 31, 2006
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us’” and “our”

refer to Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and, unless the context otherwise requires or otherwise as expressly stated,
its subsidiaries, including Odyssey America, Clearwater, Newline, Hudson, Hudson Specialty and Clearwater
Select (as defined herein).




SAFE HARBOR DISCLOSURE

In connection with, and because we desire to take advantage of, the *‘safe harbor” provisions of the Private
Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995, we caution readers regarding certain forward-looking statements
contained in this Annual Report on Form 10-K. This Form 10-K contains forward-looking statements within the
meaning of Section 27A of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, and Section 2{E of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934, as amended (the “Exchange Act”).

We have included in this Form 10-K filing, and from time to time our management may make, written or
oral statements that may include forward-looking statements that reflect our current views with respect to future
events and financial performance. These forward-looking statements relate to, among other things, our plans and
objectives for future operations, These forward-looking statements are subject to uncertainties and other factors
that could cause actual results to differ materially from such statements. These uncertainties and other factors
include, but are not limited to:

-

a reduction in net income if our loss reserves are insufficient;
the occurrence of catastrophic events with a frequency or severity exceeding our estimates;
the lowering or loss of onte of our financial or claims-paying ratings, including those of our subsidiaries;

uncertainty related to estimated losses from recent catastrophes, including Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and
Wilma;

an inability to realize our investment objectives;

the risk that the current governmental investigations or related proceedings involving the Company might
impact us adversely;

the risk that ongoing regulatory developments will disrupt our business or mandate changes in industry
practices in a fashion that increases our costs or requires us to alter aspects of the way we conduct our
business;

a decrease in the level of demand for our reinsurance or insurance business, or increased competition in
the industry;

emerging claim and coverage issues, which could expand our obligations beyond the amount we intend to
underwrite;

a change in the requirements of one or more of our current or potential customers relating to counterparty
financial strength, claims-paying ratings, or collateral requirements;

actions of our competitors, including industry consolidation, and increased competition from alternative
sources of risk management products, such as the capital markets;

risks relating to our controlling sharcholder’s ability to determine the outcome of our corporate actions
requiring board or shareholder approval,

risks relating to our ability to raise additional capital if it is required;
risks related to covenants in our debt agreements;

our inability to access our subsidiaries’ cash;

loss of services of any of our key employees;

risks related to our use of reinsurance brokers;

changes in economic conditions, including interest rate, currency, equity and credit conditions which
could affect our investment portfolio;

failure of our reinsurers to honor their obligations to us;
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o risks associated with the growth of our specialty insurance business and the development of our
infrastructure to support this growth;

» operational and financial risks relating to our utilization of program managers, third-party administrators,
and other vendors to support our specialty insurance operations;

» the passage of federal or state legislation subjecting our business to additional supervision or regulation,
including additional tax regulation, in the United States or other jurisdictions in which we operate;

* risks related to our computer and data processing systems; and
e acts of war, terrorism or political unrest.

The words “believe,” “anticipate,” “project,” “expect,” “intend,” “will likely result,” “will seek to™ or
«will continue™ and similar expressions identify forward-looking statements. We caution readers not to place
undue reliance on these forward-looking statements, which speak only as of their dates. We have described some
important factors that could cause our actual results to differ materially from our expectations in this Annual
Report on Form 10-K, including factors discussed below in ltem 1A — “Risk Factors.” Except as otherwise
required by federal securities laws, we undertake no obligation to publicly update or revise any forward-looking
statements, whether as a result of new information, future events or otherwise.




Item 1. Business

The Company

OdysseyRe is a leading United States based underwriter of reinsurance, providing a full range of property
and casualty products on a worldwide basis. We offer both treaty and facultative reinsurance to property and
casualty insurers and reinsurers. We also write insurance business, primarily focused on liability lines, in the
United States and London. Qur global presence is established through 14 offices, with principal locations in the
United States, London, Paris, Singapore and Latin America. We had gross premiums written of $2.3 billion in
2006 and our shareholders’ equity as of December 31, 2006 was $2.1 billion. For the year ended December 31,
2006, reinsurance represented 69.5% of our gross premiums written, and primary insurance represented the
remaining 30.5%.

The United States is our largest market, generating 54.2% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006, with the remaining 45.8% comprised of international business. Our operations are managed
through four divisions: Americas, EuroAsia, London Market and U.S. Insurance. The Americas division is
comprised of our reinsurance operations in the United States, Canada and Latin America. The Americas division
primarily writes treaty property, general casualty, speciaity casualty, surety, and facultative casualty reinsurance
business, primarily through professional reinsurance brokers. The EuroAsia division, headquartered in Paris,
wriles primarily treaty and facultative property reinsurance. Our London Market division operates through
Newline Syndicate {1218) at Lloyd’s and Newline Insurance Company Limited, where the business focus is
casualty insurance, and our London branch, which focuses on worldwide property and casualty reinsurance. The
U.S. Insurance division writes specialty insurance in the United States, including medical malpractice,
professional liability and non-standard personal auto. Across our operations, 57.4% of our gross premiums
written were generated from casualty business, 31.8% from property business and 10.8% from specialty classes,
including marine and aviation and surety and credit.

Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. was incorporated on March 21, 2001 in the state of Delaware. In June 2001, we
completed our initial public offering. Prior to our initial public offering, we were wholly cwned by Fairfax
Financial Holdings Limited (“Fairfax™), a publicly traded Canadian financial services company. As of
December 31, 2006, Fairfax owned 59.6% of our common shares.

Following is a summary of our principal operating subsidiaries:

* Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation (“Odyssey America”), a Connecticut property and casualty
reinsurance company, is a direct subsidiary of the Company and is our principal reinsurance subsidiary.
Odyssey America underwrites reinsurance on a worldwide basis.

* Qdyssey UK Holdings Corp. (“UK Holdings”}, a subsidiary of Odyssey America, is a holding company
with several wholly-owned operating subsidiaries, including Newline Underwriting Management Ltd.,
through which it owns and manages Newline Syndicate 1218 at Lloyd’s and Newline Insurance Company
Limited (collectively, “Newline”).

* Clearwater Insurance Company (“Clearwater™), a Delaware company, is a direct subsidiary of Odyssey
America. Clearwater holds active insurance licenses in 43 states.

* Hudson [nsurance Company (“Hudson™), a Delaware company, is a direct subsidiary of Clearwater.
Hudson, based in New York City, is the principal platform for our specialty insurance business and holds
active insurance licenses in 49 states.

* Hudson Specialty Insurance Company (*“Hudson Specialty™}, a New York company, is a direct subsidiary
of Clearwater and is an eligible surplus lines insurer in 41 states.

» Clearwater Select Insurance Company (“Clearwater Select™), a Delaware company, is a direct subsidiary
of Clearwater. Clearwater Select operates as an additional primary insurer in the Hudson group of
companies and is widely licensed throughout the United States.
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Business Strategy

Our objective is to build shareholder value by achieving an average annual growth in book value per
common share of 15% over the long-term by focusing on underwriting profitability and generating superior
investment returns. Our compounded annual growth in book value per common share from December 31, 2001,
the year we became publicly traded, to December 31, 2006 was 18.2%. We intend to continue t0 achieve our
objective through: ' -

o Adhering to a strict underwriting philosophy. We emphasize disciplined underwriting over premium
growth, concentrating on carefully selecting the risks we reinsure and determining the appropriate price
for such risks. We seek to achieve our principal objective of attracting and retaining high quality business
by centrally managing our diverse operations.

e Increasing our position in specialty insurance business. We intend to continue expanding our specialty
insurance business by emphasizing underserved market segments or classes of business.

e Pursuing attractive lines of business. We seek to take advantage of opportunities to write new lines of
business or expand existing classes of business, based on market conditions and expected profitability. We
expect to expand our position over time in domestic and international markets by delivering high quality
service through maintaining a local presence in the markets that we serve.

e Muintaining our commitment to financial strength and security. We are committed to maintaining a
strong and transparent balance sheet. We will sustain financial flexibility through maintaining prudent
operating and financial leverage and investing our portfolio in high quality fixed income securities and
value-oriented equity securities.

* Achieving superior returns on invested assets. 'We manage our investments using a total return
philosophy, seeking to maximize the economic value of our investments, as opposed to current income.
We apply a long-term value-oriented philosophy to optimize the total returns on our invested assets
consistent with the risk profile of the assets.

Overview of Reinsurance

Reinsurance is an arrangement in which the reinsurer agrees to indemnify an insurance or reinsurance
company, the ceding company. against all or a portion of the insurance risks underwritten by the ceding company
under one OF MOrc insurance or reinsurance contracts. Reinsurance can provide a ceding company with several
benefits, including a reduction in net liability on individual risks or classes of risks, and catastrophe protection
from large or multiple losses. Reinsurance also provides a ceding company with additional underwriting capacity
by permitting it to accept larger risks. Reinsurance, however, does not discharge the ceding company from its
liability to policyholders. Rather, reinsurance serves to indemnify a ceding company for losses payable by the
ceding company 1o its policyholders.

There are two basic types of reinsurance arrangements: treaty and facultative reinsurance. In treaty
reinsurance, the ceding company is obligated to cede and the reinsurer is obligated to assume a specified portion
of a type or category of risks insured by the ceding company. Treaty reinsurers do not separately evaluate each of
the individual risks assumed under their treaties and are largely dependent on the individual underwriting
decisions made by the ceding company. Accordingly, reinsurers will carefully evaluate the ceding company’s risk
management and underwriting practices in deciding whether to provide treaty reinsurance and in appropriately
pricing the treaty.

[n facultative reinsurance, the ceding company cedes and the reinsurer assumes all or part of the risk under a
single insurance or reinsurance contract. Facultative reinsurance is negotiated separately for each contract that is
reinsured. Facultative reinsurance normally is purchased by ceding companies for individual risks not covered by
their reinsurance treaties, for amounts in excess of the dollar Jimits of their reinsurance treaties or for unusual
risks.

L]
Both treaty and facultative reinsurance can be written on either a proportional, also known as pro rata, basis
or on an excess of loss basis. Under proportional reinsurance. the ceding company and the reinsurer share the

6




premiums as well as the losses and expenses in an agreed proportion. Under excess of loss reinsurance, the
reinsurer indemnifies the ceding company against all or a specified portion of losses and expenses in excess of a
specified dollar amount, known as the ceding company’s retention or the reinsurer’s attachment point,

Excess of loss reinsurance is often written in layers, A reinsurer accepts the risk just above the ceding
company’s retention up to a specified amount, at which point that reinsurer or another reinsurer accepts the
excess liability up to an additional specified amount, or such liability reverts to the ceding company. The reinsurer
taking on the risk just above the ceding company’s retention layer is said to write working layer or low layer
excess of loss reinsurance. A loss that reaches just beyond the ceding company’s retention will create a loss for
the lower layer reinsurer, but not for the reinsurers on the higher layers. Loss activity in lower layer reinsurance
tends to be more predictable than in higher layers.

Premiums payable by the ceding company to a reinsurer for excess of loss reinsurance are not directly
_ proportional to the premiums that the ceding company receives because the reinsurer does not assume a
proportional risk. In contrast, premiums that the ceding company pays to the reinsurer for proportional
reinsurance are proportional to the premiums that the ceding company receives, consistent with the proportional
sharing of risk. In addition, in proportional reinsurance, the reinsurer generally pays the ceding company a ceding
commission. The ceding commission generally is based on the ceding company’s cost of acquiring the business
being reinsured {commissions, premium taxes, assessments and administrative expenses) and also may include a
profit factor for producing the business.

Reinsurance may be written for insurance or reinsurance contracts covering casualty risks or property risks.
In general, casualty insurance protects against financial loss arising out of an insured’s -obligation for loss or
damage to a third party’s property or person. Property insurance protects an insured against a financial loss
arising out of the loss of property or its use caused by an insured peril or event. Property catastrophe coverage is
generally “‘all risk” in nature and is written on an excess of loss basis, with exposure 10 losses from earthquake,
hurricanes and other natural or man made catastrophes such as storms, floods, fire or tornadoes, There tends to be
a greater delay in the reporting and settlement of casualty reinsurance claims as compared to property claims due
to the nature of the underlying coverage and the greater potential for litigation involving casualty risks.

Reinsurers may purchase reinsurance to cover their own risk exposure. Reinsurance of a reinsurer’s business
is called a retrocession. Reinsurance companies cede risks under retrocessional agreements to other reinsurers,
known as retrocessionaires, for reasons similar to those that cause insurers to purchase reinsurance: to reduce net
liability on individual risks or classes of risks, to protect against catastrophic losses, to stabilize financial ratios
and to obtain additional underwriting capacity.

Reinsurance can be written through professional reinsurance brokers or directly with ceding companies.

Lines of Business
Our reinsurance operations primarily consist of the following lines of business:

* Casualty. Our casualty business includes a broad range of specialty casualty products, including
professional liability, directors’ and officers’ liability, workers’ compensation and accident and health, as
well as general casualty products, including general liability, and auto liability and personal accident
coverages written on both a treaty proportional and excess of loss basis as well as on a facultative basis.

* Property. Our property business includes reinsurance coverage to insurers for property damage or
business interruption losses covered in industrial and commercial property and homeowners’ policies.
This business is written on a treaty proportional and excess of loss basis. Outside the U.S., we also write
property reinsurance on a facultative basis. Property reinsurance contracts are generally “all risk™ in
nature. Our most significant exposure is typically to losses from windstorms and earthquakes, although we
are also exposed to losses from events as diverse as freezes, riots, floods, industrial explosions, fires, hail
and a number of other loss events. Our property reinsurance treaties generally exclude certain risks such
as losses resulting from acts of war, nuclear, biological and chemical contamination, radiation and
environmental pollution.




* Marine and Aerospace. 'We provide reinsurance protection for marine hull, cargo, transit and offshore
oil and gas operations on a proportional and non-proportional basis. We also provide specialized

reinsurance protection in airline, general aviation and space insurance business primarily on a non-
proportional basis,

* Surety and Credit. Credit reinsurance, written primarily on a proportional basis, provides coverage to

commercial credit insurers and the surety line relates primarily to bonds and other forms of security
written by specialized surety insurers.

Qur insurance operations primarily consist of the following lines of business:

Medical Malpractice. Our medical malpractice business primarily provides coverage for group and
individual physicians and small and medium sized hospital accounts. We offer commercial general
liability in conjunction with medical malpractice coverage.

* Professional Liability. Our professional liability business primarily consists of architects, engineers,

environmental consultants and media professionals, as well as coverage for directors’ and officers’
liability.

* Non-Standard Personal and Commercial Automobile. Our non-standard private passenger automobile
book is primarily focused on California, Florida and to a lesser extent, New York. Our specialty

commercial automobile book consists primarily of off-duty liability for truckers, short-term automobile
rentals and West Coast regional waste haulers.

Specialty Liability. Our specialty liability business primarily focuses on casualty risks in the excess and
surplus markets. Our target classes include mercantile, manufacturing and building/premises, with
particular emphasis on commercial and consumer products, miscellaneous general liability and other
niche markets. We also provide occupational benefit coverages targeted to federally recognized tribes.

* Property and Package. Our property and package business is primarily focused on New York

commercial property. Also included are risks of restaurant franchisees written throughout the United
States.




The following table sets forth our gross premiums written, by line of business, for each of the three years in
the period ended December 31, 2006:

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ %o $ %
(In millions)

Property excess of loss .................... 5 3139 13.4% $ 355.1 13.5% $ 3027 11.4%
Property proportional . . ................. ... 361.9 15.5 438.7 16.7 386.8 14.6
Property facultative ....................... 16.9 0.7 27.3 1.0 65.0 2.5

Property reinsurance .................... 692.7 29.6 821.1 31.2 754.5 28.5
Casvalty excess of loss .................... 316.7 13.6 287.8 1.0 2990.2 11.3
Casnalty proportional . .. ................... 273.1 1.7 404.1 154 557.2 21.0
Casualty facultative ....................... 94.1 4.0 105.1 4.0 101.1 3.8

Casualty reinsurance .................... 683.9 29.3 797.0 30.4 957.5 36.1
Marine and aerospace . ...... ... ... ... ... 1444 6.2 141.8 54 138.3 52
Surety and credit ............ ... .. .., 101.9 4.4 104.5 4.0 106.3 4.0
Miscellaneous . . . .. .. it i e 0.7 — (0.8) — 12.2 0.5

Total reinsurance ...........cccveeueun.. 1,623.6 69.5 1,863.6 71.0 1,968.8 743
Medical malpractice. . ..................... 152.8 6.6 150.6 57 137.6 5.2
Professional liability ...................... 131.0 5.6 114.2 44 65.1 2.5
Personal auto . ............c.cciininiinannn. 77.7 3.3 103.6 39 92.7 3.5
Specialty liability .. ....................... 81.8 35 90.5 a5 50.5 1.9
Commercial auto .. ..........cocoiiiin... 35.6 1.5 324 1,2 15.2 0.6
Property and package ..................... 30.7 1.3 29.7 1.1 30.8 1.1

US.insurance ............... . coovuinn 509.6 21.8 521.0 19.8 391.9 14.8
Liability lines — Newline .................. 198.9 8.5 234.9 8.9 2543 9.6
Other lines — Newline .................... 3.6 0.2 7.4 0.3 10.9 0.4

Total insurance . .. ........ .. ... .. ..... 712.1 30.5 763.3 29.0 657.1 24.8
Other. ... ... ... — — — — 24.9 0.9

Total gross premiums written ............. $2.335.7 100.0% $2.6269 100.0% $%2,650.8 100.0%

For the year ended December 31, 2006, total reinsurance gross premiums written were $1,623.6 million, or
69.5% of our gross premiums written, and the remaining $712.1 million, or 30.5%, was insurance business. Qur
insurance premiums include our U.S. Insurance division and business written in our Lloyd’s syndicate, which is
part of our London Market division. Treaty reinsurance represents 64.8% of our total gross premiums written and
93.2% of our total reinsurance gross premiums written. Facultative reinsurance is 4.7% of our gross premiums
written and 6.8% of our total reinsurance business. During 2006, 51.1% of our total reinsurance gross premiums
written was proportional and 48.9% was excess of loss.

We write property catastrophe excess of loss reinsurance, covering loss or damage from unpredictable events
such as hurricanes, windstorms, hailstorms, freezes or fioods, which provides aggregate exposure limits and
requires cedants to incur losses in specified amounts before our obligation to pay is triggered. For the year ended
December 31, 2006, $245.9 million, or 10.5%, of our gross premiums written were derived from property
catastrophe excess of loss reinsurance. We also write property business, which has exposure to catastrophes, on a
proportional basis, in North America and Latin America. In addition, the EuroAsia division writes largely
property business, with exposure to catastrophes, primarily in Europe, Japan, the Pacific Rim and the Middle
East.




Treaty casualty business accounted for $589.8 million, or 25.3%, of gross premiums writien for the year
ended December 31, 2006, of which 46.3% was writtenn on a proportional basis and 53.7% was wrilten on an
excess of loss basis. Our treaty casualty portfolio principally consists of specialty casualty products, including
professional liability, directors™ and officers’ liability, workers' compensation and accident and health, as well as
general casualty products, including general liability and auto liability. Treaty property business represented
$675.8 million, or 28.9%. of gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006, primarily consisting
of commercial property and homeowners’ coverage, of which 53.6% was written on a proportional basis and
46.4% was writien on an excess of loss basis. Marine and aerospace business accounted for $144.4 million, or
6.2%, of gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006, of which 30.4% was written on an
excess of loss basis and 69.6% on a proportional basis. Surety, credit and other miscellaneous reinsurance lines
accounted for 4.4% of gross premiums written in 2006.

Facultative reinsurance accounted for $111.0 million, or 4.7%. of gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31. 2006, with 97.0% derived from the Americas division and 3.0% from the EuroAsia division. With
respect to facultative business in the United States, we write only casualty reinsurance, including general liability,
umbrella liability, directors’ and officers’ hability, professional liability and commercial auto lines; with respect
to facultative business in Latin America and EuroAsia, we write primarily property reinsurance.

We operate at Lloyd’s through our wholly owned syndicate, Newline, which is focused on casualty
insurance. Qur Lloyd's membership provides strong brand recognition, extensive broker and distribution
channels. worldwide licensing and augments our ability to write insurance business on an excess and surplus lines
basis in the United States.

We provide insurance products through our U.S. Insurance division. This business is comprised of specialty
insurance business underwritten on both an admitted and non-admitted basis. Business is generated through
national and regional agencies and brokers, as well as through program administrators. Each program
administrator has strictly defined limitations on lines of business, premium capacity and policy limits. Many
program administrators have limited geographic scope and all are limited regarding the type of business they may
accept on our behalf. We underwrite medical malpractice insurance primarily on a non-admitted basis, Coverage
is written on a claims-made basis, providing a wide range of limits and retentions.

As a general matter, we target specific classes of business depending on the market conditions prevailing at
any given point in time. We actively seek to grow our participation in classes experiencing improvements, and
reduce or eliminate participation in those classes suffering from intense competition or poor fundamentals.
Consequently, the classes of business for which we provide reinsurance are diverse in nature and the product mix
within the reinsurance and insurance portfolios may change over time. From time to time, we may consider
opportunistic expansion or entry into new clusses of business or ventures, either through organic growth or the
acquisition of other companies or books of business.

We currently expect our gross premiums written to decline by as much as 5% for the year ended
December 31, 2007 as compared to 2006. This primarily reflecis a reduction in the amount of reinsurance
business we will write in 2007 on a proportional basis in certain classes of business, particularly for catastrophe
exposed property business in the United States. Where appropriate, we intend to migrate proportional business o
an excess of loss basis, which has the effect of reducing written premiums attributable to the coverage. We believe
this more effectively allocates our capital resources in line with the underlying characteristics of the business.
Proportional business represented 51.1% of our reinsurance gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006, compared to 56.5% in 2005. While pricing generally remains adequate across the casualty
market, we expect a decline in casualty classes of business, reflecting continued lower levels of reinsurance
purchased by our customers and increased competition in certain specialty classes.
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Divisions

Our business is organized across four operating divisions: the Americas, EuroAsia, London Market, and
U.S. Insurance divisions. The table below illustrates gross premiums written by division for each of the three
years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % $ %o
(In millions}

Americas. . ............ .o $ 9242  39.6% $1,1305  43.1% 51,2575  474%
EuroAsia............oooiiiis 5612 240 5438  20.7 553.7 209
London Market................... 340.7 14.6 4316 16.4 447.7 16.9
US. Insurance ................... 5096 218 521.0 19.8 391.9 14.8

Total gross premiums written . . . . . $2,335.7 100.0% $2,626.9 100.0% $2,650.8 100.0%

Americas Division

The Americas is our largest division, accounting for $924.2 million, or 39.6%, of our gross premiums
written for the year ended December 31, 2006. The Americas division is organized into three major units: the
United States, Latin America and Canada. The Americas division writes treaty. casuvalty and property, and
facultative casualty reinsurance in the United States and Canada. In Latin America we write treaty and facultative
property reinsurance along with other predominantly short-tail lines. The Americas division currently has 313
employees and operates through six offices: Stamford, New York City, Mexico City, Miami, Santiago and
Toronto. The Americas division’s principal client base includes small to medium-sized regional and specialty
ceding companies, as well as various specialized departments of major insurance companies. Business is
generated mainly through brokers,

The following table displays gross premiums written by each of the units within the Americas division for
each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % $ %
{In millions)

United States . .................... $7564 31.8% % 9299 82.3% 3%1,047.8 83.3%
Latin AMEnca .........c.ovvvivnen.n 134.9 14.6 148.6 13.1 161.4 12.8
Canada ..........ccooo ... 32.0 35 504 4.5 46.0 37
Other.......... ... .o .. 0.9 0.1 1.6 0.1 2.3 0.2

Total gross premiums written . .. ... $924.2 100.0% $1.130.5 100.0% $1,257.5 100.0%

The United States unit provides treaty reinsurance of virtually all classes of non-life insurance. In addition to
the specialty casualty and general casvalty reinsurance lines, the unit also writes commercial and personal
property as well as marine and aerospace, accident and health, and surety lines. Facultative casualty reinsurance
is also written in the United States unit, mainly for general liability, umbrella liability. directors’ and officers’
liabitity, professional liability and commercial auto. The United States unit operates out of offices in Stamford
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and New York City. The following table displays gross premiums written, by business segment, for the United
States for each of the last three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % 5 %
(In millions)

Specialty casualty. . ................ $3209 424% $ 339.6 365% 3 397.0 37.9%
Property ....... ... .. ............ 192.3 25.4 252.1 27.1 210.8 20.1
Facultative ....................... 94.1 12.4 104.9 11.3 100.0 9.5
General casualty . . ................. 89.0 11.8 103.0 1Ll 110.5 10.5
Alternative risk. . .................. 3.9 0.5) 54.8 59 67.9 6.5
Surety ... 39.3 5.2 474 5.1 43.6 4.2
Marine .......................... 252 33 254 27 24.0 23
Other............................ 2.1 0.3 4.7 0.5 2.8 0.3
Specialty accounts ................. (2.6) (0.3) (2.0) (0.2) 91.2 8.7

Total gross premiums writeen . . .. .. $7564  100.0% $ 9299 100.0% $1,047.8 100.0%

The Latin America unit writes primarily treaty and facultative business throughout Latin America and the
Caribbean, The business is predominantly commercial property in nature, and also includes auto, marine and
other lines. The Latin America unit has its principal office in Mexico City, with satellite offices in Miami and
Santiago. The Canadian unit, which is based in Toronto, writes primarily property, crop hail and auto coverage.

The following table displays gross premiums written for the Americas division, by type of business, for each
of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % $ %
(In millions)

Property excess of loss ............. $122.7 13.3% $ 1357 120% $ 109.7 8.7%
Property proportionat............... 158.1 17.1 2274 20.1 188.3 15.0
Property facultative .. .............. 13,7 1.5 4.1 22 60.5 4.8

Property reinsurance ............. 294.5 31.9 387.2 34.3 358.5 28.5
Casualty excess of loss ............. 231.1 25.0 2034 183.0 2246 17.9
Casualty proportional . .. ............ 221.2 239 345.8 30.6 479.7 38.1
Casualty facultative . ... ... ... .. ... 04,1 10.2 105.2 9.3 101.1 8.0

Casualty reinsurance ............. 546.4 59.1 654.4 57.9 805.4 64.0
Marine and aerospace .............. 36.2 39 37.5 33 33.6 2.7
Surety and credit ......... ... ..., 46.4 5.0 522 4.6 478 18
Miscellaneous lines . ............... 0.7 0.] (0.8) (0.1) 12.2 1.0

Total gross premiums written . . . .. . $924.2  100.0% $1,130.5 100.0% $1,257.5 100.0%

EuroAsia Division

The EuroAsia division accounted for $561.2 million, or 24.0%, of our gross premiums written for the year
ended December 31, 2006, The division primarily writes property business and short tail treaty business. The
EuroAsia division, which currently has 91 employees, operates out of four offices, with principal offices in Paris
and Singapore and satellite offices in Stockholm and Tokyo. Business is produced through a strong network of

global and regional brokers. The EuroAsia division underwrites through brokers for 65.5% of the business and
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34.5% directly. Our top five brokers for the EurcAsia division in 2006, Aon Corporation, Benfield Group, Lid,
Guy Carpenter & Co., Inc., Willis Re Group Holdings, Ltd. and Groupe Walbaum-IAR, generated 48.8% of the
division’s business in 2006,

The Paris branch office is the headquarters of the EuroAsia division and the underwriting center in charge of
Europe, the Middle East and Africa, with an office in Stockholm, Sweden, covering the Nordic countries and
Russia. The Paris branch writes primarily property, motor, credit and bond, accident and health, marine and
aerospace and liability business. The Asia Pacific Rim unit, headquartered in Singapore with an office in Tokyo,
writes reinsurance on both a treaty and facultative basis. The primary lines of business offered in the Asia Pacific
Rim unit include property, marine, motor, accident and health, credit and bond coverages, and liability business.
During 2006, Europe represented 67.5% of gross premiums written while Asia represented 19.4% and the Middle
East, Africa and America comprised the remaining 13.1%.

The following table displays gross premiums written for the EuroAsia division, by type of coverage, for each
of the last three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % $ %
(In millions)

Property ... ...ceeiiiieiiiiiiiien, $341.0 60.8% $326.0 60.0% $304.2 55.0%
Y 1R P 85.0 15.1 88.4 16.3 79.6 14.4
Surety and credit ......... ... 55.5 9.9 523 9.6 58.5 10.6
MAring . ....ooveviennnuneaennnns 333 59 28.5 52 29.4 53
Liability ... 235 42 227 42 20.8 3.7
ACTOSPACE . . oo i e e 12.6 23 14.4 2.6 12.5 22
Accident and health . .. ............... 10.3 1.8 11.5 2.1 23.8 43
Other. ... . e — — — — 24.9 4.5

Total gross premiums written ........ $561.2 100.0% $543.8 100.0% $553.7  100.0%

The property business, including the property component of motor business, in EuroAsia is 58.1%
proportional, 41.0% excess of loss and 0.9% facultative. Per risk coverages account for 54.6% of the property
business, while 25.1% relates to catastrophe coverage.

The following table displays gross premiums written for the EuroAsia division, by type of business, for each
of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2006. Gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2004 included $24.9 million attributable to the consolidation of First Capital Insurance Limited
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(“*First Capital”"), which writes business in Singapore. In the fourth quarter of 2004, our economic interest in First
Capital declined to less than 50%. and First Capital is no longer consolidated in our financial statements,

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % $ %
. (In millions)

Property excess of loss ............... $143.7 25.6% $140.0 258% $126.8 22.9%
Property proportional ... .............. 203.8 36.3 203.1 373 191.6 346
Property facultative .................. 3.2 0.6 33 0.6 4.5 0.8

Property .....ooovereianniienn, 350.7 62.5 346.4 63.7 322.9 58.3
Casualty excess of loss ............... 70.4 12.5 669 12.3 516 93
Casualty proportional . .. ........... ... 387 6.9 35.0 6.5 54.0 9.8

Casualty .......ooooiiiiiiniens 109.1 19.4 101.9 18.8 105.6 19.1
Marine and aerospace ................ 45.9 8.2 43.2 79 41.8 7.5
Surety and credit ........ ... 555 9.9 523 9.6 58.5 10.6
(6 7117= PP — — — — 249 4.5

Total gross premiums written ........ $561.2  100.0% $543.8 100.0% $553.7 100.0%

The property and casualty components of motor business have been included in the property and casualty
amounts in the above table.

London Market Division

The London Market division accounted for $340.7 million, or 14.6%, of our gross written premiums for the
year ended December 31, 2006. The London Market division, with 76 employees in our London office, currently
operates through Newline Syndicate (1218) at Lloyd’s, Newline Insurance Company Limited (these two entities
are referred to collectively as “Newline”) and the London branch. Newline's business focus is international
casualty insurance, while the London branch writes worldwide treaty reinsurance. Our underwriting platforms are
run by an integrated management team with 4 common business approach. Business is distributed through a
diverse group of brokers, with the top five brokers representing 48.9% of gross premiums written. Our top
London Market division brokers include Aon Corporation, Marsh Inc., Integro insurance Brokers, Ltd., Willis Re
Group Holdings, Ltd., and Jardine, Lloyd, Thompson.

For the year ended December 31, 2006, the London branch had gross premiums written of $138.2 million, or
40.6% of the total London Market division. The London branch writes worldwide treaty reinsurance through
three business units: property, marine and aerospace, and international casualty. The property unit (comprising
mainly retrocessional and catastrophe excess of loss business) represents 34.3% of the total gross premiums
written for the year ended December 31, 2006. Geographically, 85.5% of the branch business is located in the
United Kingdom, Western Europe and the United States.

For the year ended December 31, 2006, Newline had gross premiums written of $202.5 million, or 59.4% of
the total London Market division. Newline writes international casualty insurance in five sectors: professional
indemnity, directors’ and officers’ liability, crime, financial institution professional indemnity and liability.
Newline's target market is generally small to medium sized accounts which could be either private or public
companies. The United Kingdom, Australia and Western Europe represent 79.7% of Newline's business.




The following table displays gross premiums written for the London Market division, by type of business,
for each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ %o $ %
(In millions)

Property excess of loss ............... $ 475 13.9% $ 794 18.4% % 66.2 14.9%
Property proportional . ................ — — 8.3 1.9 6.9 1.5

Property reinsurance ............... 47.5 13.9 87.7 203 73.1 16.4
Casualty excess of loss . .............. 15.2 4.5 17.5 4.1 229 5.2
Casualty proportional . ................ 13.2 3.9 23.1 5.4 23.5 5.2

Casualty reinsurance ............... 28.4 8.4 40.6 9.5 46.4 10.4
Marine and aerospace ................ 62.3 18.3 61.0 14.1 63.0 14.0

Total reinsurance .................. 138.2 40.6 189.3 439 182.5 40.8
Liability lines — Newline . ............ 198.9 584 234.9 54.4 254.3 56.8
Other — Newline .................... 3.6 1.0 7.4 1.7 10.9 2.4

Total gross premiums written .. ... ... $340.7 100.0% $431.6 100.0% $447.7 100.0%

U.S. Insurance Division

Trademarked as “Hudson Insurance Group,” the U.S. Insurance division provides underwriting capacity on
an admitted and non-admitted basis to medical malpractice and specialty insurance markets nationwide. The
U.S. Insurance division generated $509.6 million, or 21.8%, of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006. The U.S. Insurance division employs 130 people and operates from offices in New York,
Chicago and Napa. Approximately 71.0% of the division’s business is written in 10 states /territories, with the top
five states/territories representing 54.6% of the division’s total premiums.

Our medical malpractice business provides coverage principally to small and medium sized hospitals,
physicians and physician groups, and is primarily focused on 12 states throughout the United States. Coverage is
generally offered on a claims-made basis and is written on a surplus lines basis to provide rate and form
flexibility. This business is distributed primarily through regional brokers.

In addition, the U.S. Insurance division provides primary coverage for a variety of risks, including non-
standard personal auto, commercial auto, specialty liability and other niche markets. We manage a limited
number of active program administrator relationships, with a majority of our business concentrated in our top ten
relationships. We perform extensive due diligence on all new and existing program administrators and look to do
business with organizations that have a long and well-documented track record in their area of expertise. Strong
monitoring processes are in place and our program administrators are incentivized to produce profitable insurance
business rather than to merely generate volume.
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The following table displays gross premiums written for the U.S. Insurance division, by type of business, for
each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
5 % 5 % 5 %
{In millions)

Medical malpractice.................. $152.8 30.0% $150.6 289% $137.7 35.0%
‘ Professional liability ............... .. 131.0 25.7 114.2 21.9 65.0 16.6

Personal auto .. ..................... 77.7 15.2 103.6 19.9 92.7 237
Specialty liability . ................... 81.8 16.1 90.5 17.4 50.5 12.9
| Commercial auto ................ ..., 356 7.0 324 6.2 15.2 39
‘ Property and package ................ 30.7 6.0 29.7 5.7 30.8 7.9
| Total gross premiums written ... .. ... $509.6  100.0% $521.0 100.0% $391.9 100.0%

The following table provides additional detail regarding our medical malpractice business for each of the
three years in the period ended December 31, 2006.

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
$ % $ % $ %
(In millions)
Physician groups and clinics . .......... 419 274% $ 503 334% §$ 68.3 49.6%
Select markets ...................... 316 207 41.4 275 234 17.0
Hospitals .. ........ ..., . ........... 46.1 30.2 328 21.8 21.9 159
Individual physicians . ................ 24.0 15.7 204 13.5 15.7 11.4
Other healthcare providers. ............ 9.2 6.0 5.7 3.8 8.4 6.1
Medical malpractice gross premiums
written. . ... ... $152.8  100.0% $150.6 100.0% $137.7 100.0%

Retention Levels and Retrocession Arrangements

We impose maximum retentions on a per risk basis. We believe that the levels of gross capacity per property
risk that are in place are sufficient to achieve our objective of attracting business in the international markets. The
following table illustrates the current gross capacity, cession (reinsurance retrocession) and net retention
generally applicable under our underwriting guidelines. Larger limits may be written, subject to the approval of
sentor management.

Gross Retrocession/ Net
Capacity Reinsurance Retention

(In miltions)

Treaty
Property . ... . $15.0 s — $15.0
Casualty . . ... . 15 — 7.5
Facultative
Property .. ... .. 50 1.6 34
Casualty . ... 10.0 8.0 2.0
Insurance
Medical malpractice .................................. 11.0 10.1 09
Other casualty . .......... ... ... . . i i, 10.0 7.0 3.0
Property . ....... ... ... . 10.0 8.0 2.0
Newline ... ... ... 19.6 14.7 4.9




We purchase reinsurance to increase our aggregate premium capacity, to reduce and spread the risk of loss
on insurance and reinsurance underwritten and to limit our exposure with respect to multiple claims arising from
a single occurrence. We are subject to accumulation risk with respect to catastrophic events involving multiple
treaties, facultative certificates and insurance policies. To protect against this risk, we purchase catastrophe excess
of loss reinsurance protection. The retention, the level of capacity purchased, the geographic scope of the
coverage and the cost vary from year to year. Specific reinsurance protections are also placed to protect selected
portions of our portfolio. Qur catastrophe excess of loss reinsurance protection available for losses in the United
States for 2005 was exhausted by Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma during the year ended December 31, 2005,

When we enter into retrocessional agreements, we cede to reinsurers a portion of our risks and pay
premiums based upon the risk and exposure of the policies subject to the reinsurance. Although the reinsurer is
liable to us for the reinsurance ceded, we retain the ultimate liability in the event the reinsurer is unable to meet
its obligation at some later date.

Our ten largest reinsurers represent 49.6% of our total reinsurance recoverables as of December 31, 2006.
Amounts due from all other reinsurers are diversified, with no other individual reinsurer representing more than
$15.4 million of reinsurance recoverables as of December 31, 2006, and the average balance is less than
$3.0 million. There were no significant catastrophes during 2006. Qur reinsurance recoverables attributable to
losses from Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma were $11.5 million as of December 31, 2006, a decrease from
$223.7 million as of December 31, 2005.

The following table shows the total amount which is recoverable from each of our ten largest reinsurers for
paid and unpaid losses as of December 31, 2006, the amount of collateral held, and each reinsurer’s A.M. Best
rating (in millions).

Reinsurance Percent of A.M. Best
Reinsurer Recoverable Total Collateral Rating
Underwriters Reinsurance Company (Barbados)

Incorporated ........ ...t $120.1 15.0% $120.1 NR
Lloyd's ..ot 63.3 7.9 04 A
Federal Insurance Company ................... 38.5 4.8 — A+t
Hannover Ruckversicherungs AG ............... 339 4.3 0.4 A
Partner Reinsurance Company of the US....... .. 29.0 36 0.9 A+
Ace Property and Casualty Insurance ............ 249 3.1 0.2 A+
Transatlantic Reinsurance Company ............. 246 31 0.1 A+
Arch Reinsurance Company ................... 20.5 2.6 17.8 A—
Swiss Reinsurance America Corp. .............. 21.8 2. 0.2 A+
GE Frankona Reinsurance Ltd. ................ 19.6 2.5 0.1 A

Sub-total ... ... 396.2 49.6 140.2

AlLOther ..o i e 402.6 50.4 98.0

Total .ot s $798.8 100.0% $238.2

For additional information on our retrocession agreements, please refer to Notes 11 and 12 to the
consolidated financial statements included in this report.

Claims

Reinsurance claims are managed by our professional claims staff, whose responsibilities include the review
of initial loss reports, creation of claim files, determination of whether further investigation is required,
establishment and adjustment of case reserves, and payment of claims. Claims staff recognize that fair
interpretation of our reinsurance agreements and timely payment of covered claims is a valuable service to clients
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and enhances our reputation. In addition to claims assessment, processing and payment, our claims staff conducts

" comprehensive claims audits of both specific claims and overall claims procedures at the offices of selected
ceding companies, which we believe benefits all parties to the reinsurance arrangement. Claims audits are
conducted in the ordinary course of business. In certain instances, a claims audit may be performed prior to
assuming reinsurance business.

A dedicated claims unit manages the claims related to asbestos-related illness and environmental impairment
liabilities, due to the significantly greater uncertainty involving these exposures. This unit performs audits of
cedants with significant asbestos and environmental €xposure to assess our paotential liabilities. This unit also
monitors developments within the insurance industry that may have a potential impact on our reserves,

For our medical malpractice business, written by the U.S. Insurance division, we employ a professional
claims staff to confirm coverage, investigate, and administer all other aspects of the adjusting process from the
inception o the final resolution of insurance claims. Insurance claims relating to our specialty insurance business
conducted through program administrators are generally handled by third party administrators, typically
specialists in defined business, who have limited authority and are subject to continuous oversight and review by
our internal professional claims staff.

Reserves for Unpaid Losses and Loss Adjustment Expenses

We establish reserves to recognize liabilities for unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses (“LAE"),
which are balance sheet liabilities representing estimates of future amounts needed to pay claims and related
expenses with respect to insured events that have occurred on or before the balance sheet date, including events
which have not yet been reported to us. Significant periods of time may elapse between the occurrence of an
insured loss, the reporting of the loss by the insured to the ceding company, the reporting of the loss by the
ceding company to the reinsurer, the ceding company’s payment of that loss and subsequent payments to the
ceding company by the reinsurer.

We rely on loss information received from ceding companies to establish our estimate of losses and LAE.
The types of information we receive from ceding companies generally vary by the type of contract. Proportional
contracts are generally reported on at least a quarterly basis, providing premium and loss activity as estimated by
the ceding company. Qur experienced accounting staff have the primary responsibility for managing the handling
of information received on these types of contracts. Qur claims staff may also assist in the analysis, depending on
the size or type of individual loss reported on proportional contracts. Cedant reporting for facultative and treaty
excess of loss contracts includes detailed individual claim information, including the description of injury,
confirmation of cedant liability, and the cedant’s current estimate of liability. Our experienced claims staff has the
responsibility for managing and analyzing the individual claim information. Based on the claims staff’s
evaluation of the claim, we may choose to establish additional case reserves over that reported by the ceding
company. Due to potential differences in ceding company reporting practices, our accounting, claims, and
internal audit departments perform reviews on ceding carriers to ensure that their underwriting and claims
procedures meet our standards,

We also establish reserves to provide for incurred but not reported claims and the estimated expenses of
settling claims (“IBNR™), including legal and other fees, and the general expenses of administering the claims
adjustment process, known as loss adjustment expenses. We periodically revise such reserves to adjust for
changes in the expected loss development pattern over time.

We rely on the underwriting and claim information provided by the ceding companies to compile our
analysis of losses and LAE. This data is aggregated by geographic region and type of business to facilitate
analysis. We calculate incurred but not reported loss and LAE reserves using generally accepted actuarial
reserving techniques to project the ultimate liability for losses and LAE. IBNR inciudes a provision for losses
incurred but not yet reported to us as well as anticipated additional emergence on claims already reported by the
ceding companies or claimants. The actuarial techniques for projecting loss and LAE reserves rely on historical
paid and case reserve loss emergence patterns and insurance and reinsurance pricing and claim cost trends to
establish the claims emergence of future periods with respect to ail reported and unreported insured events that
have occurred on or before the balance sheet date.
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Estimates of reserves for unpaid losses and LAE are contingent upon legislative, regulatory, social,
economic and legal events that may or may not occur in the future, thereby affecting assumptions of claims
frequency and severity. The eventual outcome of these events may be different from the assumptions underlying
our reserve estimates. In the event that loss trends diverge from expected trends, we adjust our reserves to reflect
the actual emergence which is known during the period. On a quarterly basis, we compare actual emergence in
the quarter and cumulatively since the implementation of the last reserve review to the expectation of reported
loss for the period. Variation in actual emergence from expectations may result in a change in loss and LAE
reserve. Any adjustments will be reflected in the periods in which they become known, potentially resulting in
adverse effects to our financial results. Changes in expected claim payment rates, which represent one component
of loss and LAE emergence, may also impact our liquidity and capital resources, as discussed in Item 7 —
“Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations.”

The reserving process is complex and the inherent uncertainties of estimating such reserves are significant,
due primarily to the longer-term nature of most reinsurance business, the diversity of development patterns
among different types of reinsurance treatics or facultative contracts, the necessary reliance on the ceding
companies for information regarding reported claims and differing reserving practices among ceding companies.
As a result, actua! losses and LAE may deviate, perhaps substantially, from estimates of reserves reflected in our
consolidated financial statements. During the loss settlement period, which can be many years in duration,
additional facts regarding individual claims and trends usually become known. As these become apparent, it
usually becomes necessary to refine and adjust the reserves upward or downward, and even then, the ultimate net
liability may be less than or greater than the revised estimates.

We have exposure to asbestos, environmental pollution and other latent injury damage claims on policies
written prior to the mid 1980s. Included in our reserves are amounts related to asbestos-related illnesses and
environmental impairment, which, net of related reinsurance recoverable, totaled $215.7 million and $132.8 mil-
tion as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. The majority of our asbestos and environmental related
liabilities arise from contracts entered into before 1986 that were underwritten as standard general liability
coverages where the contracts contained terms which, for us and the industry overall, have been interpreted by the
courts to provide coverage for asbestos and environmental exposures not contemplated by the original pricing or
reserving of the covers. Qur estimate of our ultimate liability for these exposures includes case basis reserves and
a provision for liabilities incurred but not yet reported. Case basis reserves are a combination of reserves reported
to us by ceding companies and additional case reserves determined by our dedicated asbestos and environmental
claims unit. We rely on an annual analysis of Company and industry loss emergence trends to estimate the loss
and LAE reserve for this exposure, including projections based on historical loss emergence and loss completion
factors supplied from other company and industry sources.

Estimation of ultimate liabilities is unusually difficult due to several significant issues relating to asbestos
and environmental exposures. Among the issues are: (a) the long period between exposure and manifestation of
an injury; (b) difficulty in identifying the sources of asbestos or environmental contamination; (c) difficulty in
allocating responsibility or liability for asbestos or environmental damage; (d) difficulty in determining whether
coverage exists; (e) changes in underlying laws and judicial interpretation of those laws; and (f) uncertainty
regarding the identity and number of insureds with potential asbestos or environmental exposure.

Several additional factors have emerged in recent years regarding asbestos exposure that further compound
the difficulty in estimating ultimate losses for this exposure. These factors include: (a) continued growth in the
number of claims filed due to a more aggressive plaintiffs’ bar; (b) an increase in claims involving defendants
formerly regarded as peripheral; (c) growth in the use of bankruptcy filings by companies as a result of asbestos
liabilities, which companies in some cases attempt to resolve asbestos liabilities in a manner that is prejudicial to
insurers; (d) the concentration of claims in states with laws or jury pools particularly favorable to plaintiffs; and
(e) the potential that states or the federal government may enact legislation regarding asbestos litigation reform.

We believe these uncertainties and factors make projections of these exposures, particularly asbestos, subject
to less predictability relative to non-asbestos and non-environmental exposures. See Note 10 to the consolidated
financial statements for additional historical information on loss and LAE reserves for these exposures.

19




In the event that loss trends diverge from expected trends, we may have to adjust our reserves for loss and
LAE accordingly. Any adjustments will be reflected in the periods in which they become known, potentially
resulting in adverse effects to our financial results. Management believes that the recorded estimates represent the
best estimate of unpaid Josses and LAE based on the information available at December 31, 2006. Due to the
uncertainty involving estimates of ultimate loss and LAFE, including asbestos and environmental exposures,
management does not attempt to produce a range around its best estimate of loss.

Historical Loss Reserve Trends

We have recognized significant increases to estimates for prior years’ recorded loss liabilities. Net income
was adversely impacted in the calendar years where reserve estimates relating to prior years were increased. It is
not possible to assure that adverse development on prior years’ losses will not oceur in the future. If adverse
development does occur in future years, it may have a material adverse impact on net income.

The ““Ten Year Analysis of Consolidated Net Losses and Loss Adjustment Expense Reserve Development
Table™ that follows presents the development of balance sheet loss and LAE reserves for calendar years 1996
through 2006. The upper half of the table shows the cumulative amounts paid during successive years related to
the opening reserve. For example, with respect to the net loss and LAE reserve of $1,992 million as of
December 31, 1996, by the end of 2006, $1,741 million had actually been paid in settlement of those reserves. In
addition, as reflected in the lower section of the table, the original reserve of $1,992 million was re-estimated to
be $2,243 million as of December 31, 2006. This change from the original estimate would normally result from a
combination of a number of factors, including losses being settled for different amounts than originally estimated.
The original estimates will also be increased or decreased, as more information becomes known about the
individual claims and overall claim frequency and severity patterns. The net deficiency or redundancy depicted in
the table, for any particular calendar year, shows the aggregate change in estimates over the period of years
subsequent to the calendar year reflected at the top of the respective columns. For example, the net deficiency of
$251 miilion, which has been reflected in our consolidated financial statements as of December 31, 2006, related
to December 31, 1996 net loss and LAE reserves of $1,992 million, represents the cumulative amount by which
net reserves for 1996 have developed unfavorably from 1997 through 2006.

Each amount other than the original reserves in the table below includes the effects of all changes in
amounts for prior periods, For example, if a loss settled in 1999 for $150,000 was first reserved in 1996 at
$100,000 and remained unchanged until settlement, the $50,000 deficiency (actual loss minus original estimate)
would be included in the cumulative net deficiency in each of the years in the period 1996 through 1998 shown in
the following table. Conditions and trends that have affected development of liability in the past may not
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necessarily occur in the future. Accordingly, it may not be appropriate to extrapolate future development based on
this table.

Ten Year Analysis of Consolidated Losses and Loss Adjustment Expense Reserve Development Table
Presented Net of Reinsurance With Supplemental Gross Data

1996 1997 1998 199% 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
(In millions)

Reserves for unpaid losses

and LAE ............. $1,992 $2,134 $1988 351831 $1.667 $1,674 §1,864 $2,372 33,172 $3.911 $4,403
Paid (cumulative) as of:

One year later ......... 457 546 594 609 596 616 002 632 914 787

Two years later ........ 837 994 1,055 1,042 1,010 985 999 1,213 1,298

Three years later ....... 1,142 1,342 1,353 1,333 1,276 1,296 1,424 1456

Four years later........ 1,349 1,518 1,546 1,506 1,553 1,602 1,563

Five years later ........ 1,475 1,649 1,675 1,718 1,802 1,666

Six years later ......... 1,586 1,756 1.828 1,901 1.827

Seven years later....... 1,680 1,848 1,941 1,904

Eight years later ....... 1,758 1,928 1,896

Nine years later........ 1,820 1,861

Ten years later......... 1,741
Liability re-estimated as of:

One year later ......... 2,107 2,113 2034 1,846 1,680 1,760 1,993 2561 3345 4,051

Two years later ... ..... 2,121 2,151 2,043 1,862 1,787 1,935 2,240 2,828 3,537

Three years later ... .... 2,105 2,131 2,044 1,951 2,018 2,194 2,573 3,050

Four years later........ 2074 2,128 2,104 2,144 2,280 2,514 2,828

Five years later . ....... 2,066 2,169 2,246 2,332 2,581 2,726

Six years later .. ....... 2,085 2,237 2,345 2,572 2,750

Seven years later....... 2,098 2284 2475 2902

Eight years later ....... 2,133 2372 2,571

Nine years later. . ...... 2213 2443

Ten years later. ........ 2,243

Cumulative

redundancy/(deficiency) $ (251) § (309 $ (583) § (871) $(1.083) $(1,052) § (969 $ (678) § (365) § (140)

Gross liability — end of
=11 GRS $2647 $2,894 $2692 $2570 §$2566 $2,720 $2,872 $3400 $4,225 $5,118 $5,142

Reinsurance recoverables . . 655 760 704 739 899 1,046 1,008 1,028 1,053 1,207 739
Net liability — end of year 1,992 2134 1,988 1,831 1,667 1,674 1,864 2372 3,172 3911 4403

Gross re-estimated liability

at December 31, 2006 .. 3,220 3,464 3,712 3,952 4,129 4,256 4252 4273 4709 5296
Re-estimated recoverables
at December 31, 2006 .. 977 1,021 1,141 1,250 1,379 1,530 1424 1,223 1,172 1,245

Net re-estimated liability at
December 31, 2006. .... 2,243 2,443 2,571 2,702 2,750 2,726 2,828 3,050 3,537 4,051

Gross cumulative deficiency  § (573) $ (570) $(1,020) $(1,382) $(1.563) $(1,536) $(1,380) $ (873) $ (484 § (178)

The incurred loss and LAE liability re-estimate for the year ended December 31, 2006 includes a
$140 million provision for an increase in loss and LAE on prior years. Through December 31, 2006, the
cumulative increases in estimates of loss on outstanding loss liabilities held at year end 2004, 2003 and 2002
were $365 million, $678 million and $964 million, respectively. These cumulative increases in Joss estimates are
principally attributable to U.S. casualty business written in the late 1990s through early 2000s. The U.S. casualty
classes of business include general liability, professional liability and excess workers’ compensation. Economic
uncertainty, competitive conditions and the proliferation of claims relating to bankruptcies and other financial and
management improprieties in the United States during this period contribute to the difficulty in estimating losses
for these years.
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For calendar years 2002 through 2006, we experienced claim frequency and severity greater than
expectations established based on a review of the prior years’ loss trends, for business written in the period 1997
through 2001. General liability and excess workers’ compensation classes of business during these years were
adversely impacted by the competitive conditions in the industry at that time, affecting the ability of standard
actuarial techniques to generate reliable estimates of ultimate loss. Professional liability was impacted by the
increase in frequency and severity of claims relating to bankruptcies and other financial and management
improprieties in the late 1990s through early 2000s.

The liability re-estimate reported for year end 1996 losses and LAE at December 31, 2006 principally results
from increased reserves for asbestos liabilities and other latent injury damage claims associated with United
States casualty contracts generally written prior to 1986. These contracts contained terms that, for us and the
industry overall, have been interpreted by the courts to provide coverage for exposures that were not
contemplated by the original pricing or reserving of the covers.

We believe that the recorded estimates represent the best estimate of unpaid losses and LAE based on the
information available at December 31, 2006. In the event that loss trends diverge from expected trends, we may
have to adjust our reserves for loss and LAE accordingly. Any adjustments will be reflected in the periods in
which they become known, potentially resulting in adverse effects to our financial results.

The following table is derived from the “Ten Year Analysis of Consolhdated Net Losses and Loss
Adjustment Expense Reserve Development Table” above. It summarizes the effect of re-estimating prior year
loss reserves, net of reinsurance, on pre-tax income for the latest ten calendar years through December 31, 2006.
Each column represents the calendar year development by each accident year. For example, in calendar year
2006, the impact of re-estimates of prior year loss reserves reduced pre-tax income by $139.9 million.

Development in Calendar Year
1997 1998 1999 2000 2000 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

{In millions}
Accident Year Contributing to Loss

Reserve Development
1996 and Prior. ... .............. $(1149) $(14.2) $160 $304 $ 74 $(19.9) § (125 § (355 § (79.5) $ (30D
1907 s 356 (543) (11.O) (5.0 220y (5500 (10.8) (8.7 (40.8)
1998 e (7.4)  (29.6) 40y (19.0) (740) (521) {18 (245
1999 .. e (5.7 (15.0) (28.0) (5L.0) (89.5) (110.8) (339)
2000 ... ... e (6.5) (9.0 {38.0) (746 (59.3) (39.8)
2000 . 124 56.0 25 (19.0) (42.4)
2002 . e 46.6 12.2 (13.8) (42.3)
2003 ... 578 66.7 324
2000 ... 93.5 29.6
2005 e 52.5
Total Calendar Year Eifect on Pre-

tax Income Resulling from

Reserve Re-gstimation. . ........ $(114.9) $214 $d45.7) (159 $(23.1) $(85.5) $(127.9) $(190.0) $(172.7) $(139.9)

The significant increases in resetves on accident years 1997 through 2002 relate principally to casualty
reinsurance written in the United States in the late 1990s and early 2000s. These years experienced a proliferation
of claims relating to bankruptcies and corporate improprieties. This resulted in an increase in the frequency and
severity of claims in professional liability lines. Additionally, general liability and excess workers’ compensation
classes of business in this period reflected increasing competitive conditions. These factors have impacted our
ability to estimate loss and LAE for this exposure, particularly in the 2002 through 2006 calendar year period.

Improvements in competitive conditions and economic environment beginning in 2001 have resulted in a
generally downward trend on re-estimated reserves for accident years 2003 through 2005. Initial loss estimates
for these more recent accident years did not fully anticipate the improvements in competitive and economic
conditions achieved since the late 1990s through the early 2000s.
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The following table summarizes our provision for unpaid losses and LAE for the years ended December 31,
2006, 2005 and 2004 (in millions):

2006 2005 2004

Gross unpaid losses and LAE, beginning of year................. $5,117.7 $4,224.6 $3,399.5
Less: ceded unpaid losses and LAE, beginning of year............ 1,206.8 1,052.8 1,028.1
Net unpaid losses and LAE, beginning of year ............ . ..., 39109 3,171.8 23714
Add: Acquisition and disposition of net unpaid losses and LAE . ... — — 77.1
Add: Losses and LAE incurred related to:

CUITENT YEAT .. .o tttn it vaae ot inaar e amae e eeee 1,3443 18889 1,44].1

o S Te) Rt o U R R R K 139.9 172.7 190.0
Total losses and LAE incurred . . . ... . . it 1,484.2 2061.6  1,631.1
Less: Paid losses and LAE related to: _

CUITENE YEAT .. vttt e e e e et e e e e e 251.3 380.7 300.3

Prior Years . . ...t 7873 913.7 632.4
Total paid losses and LAE .. ... 1,038.6 1,294.4 932.7
Effects of exchange rate changes.............. ... ... ooann. 46.6 (28.1) 24.9
Net unpaid losses and LAE, end of year ... .. ... . ...l 4,403.1 39109 3,171.8
Add: ceded unpaid losses and LAE, end of year ................. 739.0 1,206.8 1,052.8
Gross unpaid losses and LAE, end of year...................... $5,142.1 $5,117.7 $4,224.6

The above amounts reflect tabular reserving for workers’ compensation indemnity reserves that are
considered fixed and determinable. We discount such reserves using an interest rate of 3.5% and standard
mortality assumptions. The amount of loss reserve discount as of December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was
$95.1 million, $90.3 million and $76.7 million, respectively.
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Gross and net development for asbestos and environmental reserves for the last three calendar years are
provided in the following table (in millions): .
2006 2005 2004

Asbestos

Gross unpaid losses and LAE, beginning of year .................. $274.7  $2422  $216.1

Add: Gross losses and LAE incurred . ... ... oo e 62.4 54.2 54.2

Less: Gross calendar vear paid losses and LAE ................... 28.4 21.7 28.1

Gross unpaid losses and LAE, end of year ................0o0nnn $308.7 §$2747 $242.2

Net unpaid losses and LAE. beginning of year . ................... $1193  § 827 % 527

Add: Net losses and LAE incurred . .. ... ... oo 271 41.2 300
Less: Net calendar year paid losses and LAE ..................... (42.6) 4.6 —
Net unpaid losses and LAE, end of year .............oovnnnn $180.0 $119.3 § 827

Environmental

Gross unpaid losses and LAE, beginning of year .................. $ 404 $299 § 333

Add: Gross losses and LAE incurred .. ... ... .. (0.6} 9.7 2.8

Less: Gross calendar year paid losses and LAE ................... 3.9 {0.8) 6.2
Gross unpaid losses and LAE, end of year ..............ooooinin $359 §$404 $ 299
Net unpaid losses and LAE, beginning of year .................... $135 $163 $374
Add: Net losses and LAE incurred . ... ... ..ot {2.2) 0.9) (2L1.1)
Less: Net calendar year paid losses and LAE .. ................... (15.4) 1.9 —
Net unpaid josses and LAE, end of year ................oooovnnnn $267 $135 § 163

Net losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred for asbestos claims increased $27.1 million for the year
ended December 31, 2006. Included in this increase is a net reserve increase of $40.6 million, a $17.3 million
benefit resulting from the amortization of the deferred gain related to the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement and a foss of
$3.8 million related to the commutation of this agreement. Also as a result of this commutation. net reserves were
increased by $49.9 million and net paid losses were decreased by $63.4 million.

Net losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred for environmental claims decreased $2.2 million for the
year ended December 31, 2006. Included in this reduction is a net reserve decrease of $0.3 million, a $3.1 million
benefit resulting from the amortization of the deferred gain related to the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement and a loss of
$1.2 mitlion related 1o the commutation of this agreement. Also as a result of this commutation, net reserves were
increased by $17.3 million and net paid losses were decreased by $19.2 million.

Our survival ratio for asbestos and environmental-related liabilities as of December 31, 2006 is 1 years.
Our underlying survival ratio for asbestos-related liabilities is 11 years and for environmental-related liabilities is
I8 years. The survival ratio represents the asbestos and environmental reserves, net of reinsurance, on
December 31, 2006, divided by the average paid asbestos and environmental claims for the last three years of
$19.3 million, which is pet of reinsurance (see “Item 7 — Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial
Condition and Results of Operations — Reinsurance and Retrocessions™).

Investments

As of December 31, 2006, we held cash and investments totaling $7.1 billion, with a net unrealized gain of
$36.0 million, before taxes. Our overall strategy is to maximize the total return of the investment portfolio, while
prudently preserving invested capital and providing sufficient liquidity for the payment of claims and other policy
obligations.
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Our investment guidelines stress preservation of capital, market liquidity. diversification of risk and a long-
term, value-oriented strategy. We seek to invest in securities that we believe are selling below their intrinsic value,
in order to protect capital from loss and generate above-average, long term total returns.

No attempt is made to forecast the economy, the future level of interest rates or the stock market. Equities
are selected on the basis of selling prices which are at a discount to their estimated imtrinsic values. Downside
protection is obtained by seeking a margin of safety in terms of a sound financial position. Fixed income
securities are selected on the basis of yield spreads over Treasury bonds, subject to stringent credit analysis.
Securities meeting these criteria may not be readily available, in which case Treasury bonds are emphasized.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, our investments are subject to market risks and fluctuations, as well as to risks
inherent in particular securities.

As part of our review and monitoring process, we regularly test the impact of a simultaneous substantial
reduction in common stock, preferred stock, and bond prices on our capital to ensure that capital adequacy will be
maintained at all times.

The investment portfolio is structured to provide a high level of liquidity. The table below shows the
aggregate amounts of investments in fixed income securities, equity securities, cash and cash equivalents and
other invested assets comprising our portfolio of invested assets.

At December 31,

2006 2005
$ % of Total $ % of Total
(In millions)

Fixed income securities, at fair value ............ $3,501.6 496% $2,5949 43.5%
Equity securities, at fair value . ............. ..., 607.6 8.6 601.7 10.1
Equity securities, at equity .. ... oo 2454 35 567.0 9.5
Cash, cash equivalents and short-term investments 2,304.1 32.6 1,727.9 289
Other invested assets . ..........viaraeaaann. 165.2 2.3 238.1 4.0
Cash collateral for borrowed securities . .......... 242.2 34 240.7 4.0
Total cash and invested assets .................. $7,066.1 100.0%  $5.970.3 100.0%

As of December 31, 2006, our fixed income securities had a dollar weighted average rating of “AA,” as
measured by Standard & Poor’s, and an average yield to maturity, based on market values, of 5.1% before
investment expenses. As of December 31, 2006 the duration of our fixed income securities was 7.7 years.
Including short-term investments, cash and cash equivalents, the duration was 4.7 years.

Market Sensitive Instruments. Our investment portfolio includes investments that are subject to changes in
market values, such as changes in interest rates. The aggregate hypothetical loss generated from an immediate
adverse parallel shift in the treasury yield curve of 100 or 200 basis points would cause a decrease in total return
of 7.3% and 13.6%, respectively, which equates to a decrease in market value of $255.4 million and
$475.3 million, respectively, on a fixed income portfolio valued at $3.5 billion as of December 31, 2006. The
foregoing reflects the use of an immediate time horizon, since this presents the worst-case scenario, Credit
spreads are assumed to remain constant in these hypothetical examples.
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The following table summarizes the fair value of our investments (other than common stocks at equity and
other invested assets) at the dates indicated.
At December 31,
Type of Investment 2006 2005
(In miilions)

United States government, government agencies and authorities. . .......... $2,5174  $1,568.8
States, municipalities and political subdivisions . .. .............. .. . .. i81.0 184.2
Foreign governments. ........ .. ... .. . . .. 441.5 367.5
All other corporate .......... ... ... 361.7 474.4

Total fixed income securities ......................... . ... 3,501.6 2,5394.9
Common stocks, at fair value ... ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... ... .. . .. 607.6 601.7
Short-term INVestments .. ............. ... o 242.3 199.5
Cash collateral for borrowed securities ...................... .. ... . . 2421 240.7
Cash and cash equivalents ...... ... . .. .. ... ... ... . ... ... .. . .. .. .. 2,061.8 1,528.4

Total . ..o $6,635.4  $5,165.2

The following table summarizes the fair value by contractual maturities of our fixed income securities at the
dates indicated.

At December 31,

2006 2005
(In millions)
Due inlessthanone year................ ... ... ... .. ... .. ... .. $ 433 % 1657
Due after one through five years . ............ ... ... ... ... ... ... . . 1,080.5 295.1
Due after five through ten years ....... ... ... ... .. ... . . ... ... . .. .. 566.1 211.8
Due after ten years .. ... . . .. 1,811.7 1,922.3
Towal. ..o 33,5016 $2,594.9

The contractual maturities reflected above may differ from the actual maturities due to the existence of call
or put features. As of December 31, 2006 and 2005, approximately 3% and 10%. respectively, of the fixed
income securities shown above had a call feature which, at the issuer’s option, allowed the tssuer to repurchase
the securities on one or more dates prior to their maturity. As of December 31, 2006 and 2005, approximately 4%
and 5%, respectively. of the fixed income securities shown above had a put feature, which, if exercised at our
option, would require the issuer to repurchase the investments on one or more dates prior to their maturity. For
the investments shown above, if the call feature or put feature is exercised, the actual maturities will be shorter
than the contractual maturities shown above. In the case of securities that are subject to early call by the issuer,
the actual maturities will be the same as the contractual maturities shown above if the issuer does not exercise its
call feature. In the case of securities containing put features, the actual maturities will be the same as the
contractual maturities shown above if the investor elects not to exercise its put feature, but to hold the securities to
their final maturity dates.
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Quality of Debt Securities in Portfolio. The following table summarizes the composition of the fair value
of our fixed income securities portfolio at the dates indicated by rating as assigned by Standard & Poor’s or
Moody’s, using the higher of these ratings for any security where there is a split rating.

At December 31,

Rating 2006 2005
AA AT AL o« o e e e e 85.6% 76.2%
AATAAT e e e 39 5.3
BB B/ B oottt e e — 0.2
BB/ BaZ . e e s 0.3 4.8
BiB e . e e e e e 0.4 0.9
CCCfCaaorlower,ornotrated . ... ... v e 9.3 12.6
TOtAl .+ o o e e e e e e e 100.09% 100.0%

As of December 31, 2006, 10.5% of our fixed income securities were rated BB/Ba2 or lower, compared to
18.3% as of December 31, 2005. We sold certain non investment grade securities during 2006. In addition, during
2006, we increased our holdings in investment grade fixed income securities.

Ratings

The Company and its subsidiaries are assigned financial strength (insurance) and credit ratings from
internationally recognized rating agencies, which include A.M. Best Company, Inc., Standard & Poor’s Insurance
Rating Services and Moody’s Investors Service. Financial strength ratings represent the opinions of the rating
agencies of the financial strength of a company and its capacity to meet the obligations of insurance and
reinsurance contracts. The rating agencies consider many factors in determining the financial strength rating of an
insurance or reinsurance company, including the relative level of statutory surplus necessary to support the
business operations of the company.

These ratings are used by insurers, reinsurers and intermediaries as an important meuns of assessing the
financial strength and quality of reinsurers and insurers. The financial strength ratings of our principal operating
subsidiaries are: A.M. Best: ““A” (Excellent), Standard & Poor’s: “A-" (Stable), and Moody’s: “A3” (Stable).

Our senior unsecured debt is currently rated “BBB-" by Standard & Poor’s, “Baa3" by Moody’s and
“bbb™ by A.M. Best. Our Series A and Series B preferred shares are currently rated “BB” by Standard & Poor’s,
“Ba2” by Moody’s and “bb+” by A.M. Best.

Following our announcement on March 16, 2006 that the filing of our annual report on Form 10-K would be
delayed in connection with the restatement of our consolidated financial statements, Standard & Poor’s placed on
“CreditWatch with negative implications” our counterparty credit, senior unsecured debt and preferred stock
ratings and the financial strength ratings of our principal operating subsidiaries. In addition, Moody's revised
from “stable” to “negative” the outlook for our senior debt and preferred stock and the insurance financial
strength ratings of our principal operating subsidiaries. Further, A.M. Best placed “under review with negative
implications™ our debt ratings and the financial strength ratings of our principal operating subsidiaries. Following
the March 31, 2006 filing of our Annual Report on Form 10-K, Standard & Poor’s, Moody’s and A.M. Best
Company removed our ratings from “CreditWatch with negative implications,” “negative outlook™ and “under
review with negative implications,” respectively, and affirmed the financial strength ratings of our principal
operating subsidiaries at “A-"" (Strong), “A3"" (Good Financial Security) and “A” (Excellent), respectively.

On July 28, 2006, Standard & Poor's placed several of its ratings of Fairfax and its subsidiaries on
“CreditWatch with negative implications.” The ratings on CreditWatch included our “BBB-"" counterparty credit
ratings, and our “A~"" counterparty credit and financial strength ratings of our subsidiaries. On October 25, 2006,
we were removed from Standard & Poor’s “CreditWatch with negative implications.” Our “A-"" counterparty
credit and financial strength ratings of our subsidiaries were confirmed and placed on outlook negative. Our

“BBB-" counterparty credit rating and “BB” preferred stock ratings were also confirmed and placed on outlook
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negative. On December 19, 2006, Standard & Poor’s revised its outlook on us to “stable” from “negative” and
affirmed our subsidiaries’ “A-" counterparty credit and financial strength ratings, as well as our “BBB-"
counterparty credit rating.

Marketing

We provide property and casualty reinsurance capacity in the United States market primarily through
brokers, and in international markets through brokers and directly to insurers and reinsurers. We focus our
marketing on potential clients and brokers that have the ability and expertise to provide the detailed and accurate
underwriting information we need to properly evaluate each piece of business. Further, we seek relationships with
new clients that will further diversify our existing book of business without sacrificing our underwriting
discipline.

We believe that the willingness of a primary insurer or reinsurer to use a specific reinsurer is not based solely
on pricing. Other factors include the client’s perception of the reinsurer’s financial security, its claims-paying
ability ratings, its ability to design customized products to serve the client’s needs, the quality of its overall
service, and its commitment to provide the client with reinsurance capacity. We believe we have developed a
reputation with our clients for prompt response on underwriting submissions and timely claims payments.
Additionally, we believe our level of capital and surplus demonstrates our strong financial position and intent to
continue providing reinsurance capacity.

The reinsurance broker market consists of several significant national and international brokers and a
number of smaller specialized brokers. Brokers do not have the authority to bind us with respect to reinsurance
agreements, nor do we commit in advance to accept any portion of the business that brokers submit. Brokerage
fees generally are paid by reinsurers and are included as an underwriting expense in the consolidated financial
statements. Our five largest reinsurance brokers accounted for an aggregate of 61.8% of our reinsurance gross
premiums written in 2006.

Direct distribution is an important channel for us in the overseas markets served by the Latin America unit of
the Americas division and the EuroAsia division. Direct placement of reinsurance enables us to access clients
who prefer to place their reinsurance directly with their reinsurers based upon the reinsurer’s in-depth
understanding of the ceding company’s needs.

Qur primary insurance business generated through the U.S. Insurance division is written principally through
national and regional agencies and brokers, as well as through general agency relationships. Newline’s primary
market business is written through agency and direct distribution channels.
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The following table shows our gross premiums written, by distribution source, for the year ended

December 31, 2006 (in millions).

For the Year Ended
December 31, 2006

$ %

AN COTPOTALION ..« .\ e it taa ettt e a et e aae e $ 3205 13.7%
Guy Carpenter & Co., Inc. ... 3i6.4 13.5
WIS GIOUP .« o e ettt e vt e et et a e 174.7 1.5
Benfield Group Limited . ... ... . o 149.0 6.4
HRH Reinsurance Brokers, Ltd. ... ... .. . i i 435 1.9
OhET BEOK IS © o o et et et e et e e et e 389.3 16.6

Total BIOKEIS .+ oo vt e et e e et e et a e e 1,393.4 59.6
IATEEL © o vt e e e et e e et et e e e e e 230.2 9.9

Total TINSUTANCE - . o v v ve e e e eiaeenann (T 1,623.6 69.5
.S, INSURAMCE . ot v v vt et e ittt aaan et e i ae e 509.6 21.8
W o v ot e e e e e e e e e e 202.5 8.7

TOLAL & o v v e e e e e e e e e e L $2.3357  100.0%

Competition

The worldwide property and casualty reinsurance business is highly competitive. Our competitors include
independent reinsurance companies, subsidiaries or affiliates of established worldwide insurance companies,
reinsurance departments of certain primary insurance companies, and domestic and European underwriting
syndicates. Some of these competitors have longer operating histories, larger capital bases and greater
underwriting, marketing, and administrative resources than OdysseyRe.

Globally, the competitive marketplace of the 1990s resulted in decreasing prices and broadening contract
terms. Poor financial results associated with those years, compounded by the September 11, 2001 terrorist attack,
resulted in changes in management and ownership of several reinsurers, with some competitors withdrawing from
key markets. Improving trends, which became apparent in 2001 and continued through 2004 for nearly all
classes, began to moderate considerably for certain classes of business in 2005. Casualty lines, while still
providing adequate returns, began to see more challenging market conditions in 2005 and continued to remain
under pressure throughout 2006, Casualty reinsurance business is experiencing softening market conditions as
insurers continue to increase retentions and begin to encounter competitive pricing pressures. Property
catastrophe reinsurance rates, on the other hand, saw the pricing pressures of 2005 reverse course following the
2005 storms (Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma) as rates increased meaningfully in 2006. As property
catastrophe reinsurance prices increased throughout 2006, both property insurers and reinsurers increased their
retentions as a result.

In 2006, as previously mentioned, our U.S. property reinsurance book experienced significant rate increases
and improving terms and conditions. The 2005 storms caused a reevaluation of catastrophe risk pricing and
monitoring across the industry, driven by the rating agencies’ increased capital requirements. With early
predictions for an active Atlantic hurricane season, a supply/demand imbalance caused pricing to increase
substantially and the industry to welcome an influx of new capital in the first six months of 2006. Property
business impacted by the 2005 storms experienced the most significant price increases, while regions and classes
of business not affected by the storms saw more moderate rate increases. The largest rate increases occurred in
wind-exposed property business located in the Southeast United States and the Gulf of Mexico, as well as
offshore. The influx of new capital was utilized in the peak catastrophe zones impacted most by the 2005 storms.
As a result of the lack of storm activity in 2006, many market participants, both insurers and reinsurers, recorded
record profits. Insurers continue to retain more business as balance sheets strengthen and reinsurance pricing
remains at adequate levels. Reinsurers continue to refine their catastrophe portfolios in light of the increased
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capital requirements by the rating agencies and the revised catastrophe models. Offsetting these increased capital
requirements will be the impact of the recently passed insurance reform in Florida, which will likely result in the
reallocation of capital that was previously used to support Florida based exposures. The Florida reform increases
the availability of reinsurance protection from the state-owned reinsurer (Florida Hurticane Catastrophe Fund)
and thereby will likely reduce the amount of reinsurance purchased from the private market,

With the large profits earned in .2006 and the resuliing improvement in capital positions of industry
participants, in addition to the influx of new capital, we anticipate the rate of price increases on property and
property catastrophe reinsurance business to moderate and possibly even decline in 2007 on select €XpOosures,
Casualty reinsurance pricing is expected to remain disciplined, with prices moderating in select lines. We believe
there are lines of business where current rates should provide acceptable returns. The competitive landscape is
still evolving and the depth and breadth of market changes for the balance of 2007 remain uncertain.

United States insurance companies that are licensed to underwrite insurance are also licensed to underwrite
reinsurance, making the commercial access into the reinsurance business relatively uncomplicated. In addition,
Bermuda reinsurers that initially specialized in catastrophe reinsurance are now broadening their product
offerings. The potential for securitization of reinsurance and insurance risks through capital markets provides an
additional source of potential competition.

In our primary insurance business, we face competition from independent insurance companies, subsidiaries
or affiliates of major worldwide companies and others, some of which have greater financial and other resources
than we do. Primary insurers compete on the basis of various factors including distribution channels, product,
price, service, financial strength and reputation. Throughout 2006 the specialty insurance marketplace continued
o grow more competitive as more participants looked to either enter the market or increase their existing
presence. We expect the competitiveness to continue throughout 2007 as results continue to be strong, balance
sheets strengthen, and participants compete aggressively for business. We continue to see a positive flow of
business in those states and business lines we have chosen to target.

We also face competition from Lloyd's syndicates, larger multi-national insurance groups, and alternative
risk management programs. Pricing is a primary means of competition in the specialty insurance and reinsurance
business. We are committed to maintaining our underwriting standards and as a result, our premium volume will
vary based on existing market conditions.

Employees

As of December 31, 2006, we had 610 employees. We believe our relationship with our employees is
satisfactory.

Regulatory Matters

We are subject to regulation under the insurance statutes, including insurance holding company statutes, of
various jurisdictions, including Connecticut, the domiciliary state of Odyssey America; Delaware, the domiciliary
state of Clearwater, Hudson and Clearwater Select; New York, the domiciliary state of Hudson Specialty; and the
United Kingdom, the domiciliary jurisdiction of Newline. Newline is also subject to regulation by the Council of
Lloyd’s. In addition, we are subject to regulation by the insurance regulators of other states and foreign
Jurisdictions in which we or our operating subsidiaries do business.

Regulation of Insurers and Reinsurers

General

The terms and conditions of reinsurance agreements with respect to rates or policy terms generally are not
subject to regulation by any governmental authority. This contrasts with primary insurance policies and
agreements issued by primary insurers such as Hudson, the rates and policy terms of which are generally
regulated closely by state insurance departments. As a practical matter, however, the rates charged by primary
insurers influence the rates that can be charged by reinsurers.
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Our reinsurance operations are subject primarily to regulation and supervision that relates to licensing
requirements of reinsurers, the standards of solvency that reinsurers must meet and maintain, the nature of and
limitations on investments, restrictions on the size of risks that may be reinsured, the amount of security deposits
necessary to secure the faithful performance of a reinsurer’s insurance obligations, methods of accounting,
periodic examinations of the financial condition and affairs of reinsurers, the form and content of any financial
statements that reinsurers must file with state insurance regulators and the level of minimal reserves necessary to
cover unearned premiums, losses and other purposes. In general, these regulations are designed to protect ceding
insurers and, ultimately, their policyholders, rather than shareholders. We believe that we and our subsidiaries are
in material compliance with all applicable laws and regulations pertaining to our business and operations.

Insurance Holding Company Regulation

State insurance holding company statutes provide a regulatory apparatus which is designed to protect the
financial condition of domestic insurers operating within a holding company system. All holding company
statutes require disclosure and, in some instances, prior approval of significant transactions between the domestic
insurer and an affiliate. Such transactions typically include service arrangements, sales, purchases. exchanges.
toans and extensions of credit, reinsurance agreements, and investments between an insurance company and its
affiliates, in some cases involving certain aggregate percentages of a company’s admitted assets or policyholders’
surplus, or dividends that exceed certain percentages. State regulators also require prior notice or regulatory
approval of acquisitions of control of an insurer or its holding company.

Under the Connecticut, Delaware and New York Insurance laws and regulations, no person, corporation or
other entity may acquire control of us or our operating subsidiaries unless such person, corporation or entity has
obtained the prior approval of the Connecticut, Delaware and/or New York insurance comunissioner or
commissioners, as the case may be, for the acquisition. For the purposes of the Connecticut, Delaware and New
York Insurance laws, any person acquiring, directly or indirectly, 10% or more of the voting securities of an
insurance company is presumed to have acquired “control” of that company. To obtain the approval of any
acquisition of control, any prospective acquirer must file an application with the relevant insurance commissioner.
This application requires the acquirer to disclose its background, financial condition, the financial condition of its
affiliates, the source and amount of funds by which it wilt effect the acquisition, the criteria used in determining
the nature and amount of consideration to be paid for the acquisition, proposed changes in the management and
operations of the insurance company and any other refated matters.

The United Kingdom Financial Services Authority also requires an insurance company or reinsurance
company that carries on business through a permanent establishment in the United Kingdom, but which is
incorporated outside the United Kingdom, to notify it of any person becoming or ceasing to be a controller or of a
controller becoming a parent undertaking. Any company or individual that holds 10% or more of the shares in the
insurance company or reinsurance company or its parent undertaking, or is able to exercise significant influence
over the management of the insurance company or reinsurance company or its parent undertaking through such
shareholding, or is entitled to exercise or control the exercise of 10% or more of the voting power at any general
meeting of the insurance company or reinsurance company or of its parent undertaking, or is able to exercise
significant influence over the management of the insurance company or reinsurance company or its parent
undertaking as a result of its voting power is a “controller.” A purchaser of 10% or more of our outstanding
common shares will be a “controller” of Odyssey America, which is authorized to carry on reinsurance business
in the United Kingdom through the London branch. Other than our subsidiaries in the London market division,
none of our other insurance or reinsurance subsidiaries is authorized to carry on business in the United Kingdom.

Under the byelaws made by Lloyd’s pursuant to the Lloyd’s Act of 1982, the prior written approval of the
Franchise Board established by the Council of Lloyd's is required of anyone proposing to become a “controller”
of any Lloyd’s Managing Agent. Any company or individuai that holds 10% or more of the shares in the
managing agent company or its parent undertaking, or is able to exercise significant influence over the
management of the managing agent or its parent undertaking through such shareholding, or is entitled to exercise
or control the exercise of 10% or more of the voting power at any general meeting of the Lloyd’s Managing
Agent or its parent undertaking, or exercise significant influence over its management or that of its parent
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undertaking as a result of voting power is a “controller”. A purchaser of more than 10% of our outstanding
common shares will be a “controller” of the United Kingdom Lloyd's Managing Agent subsidiary, Newline.

The requirements under the Connecticut, Delaware and New York insurance laws and the United Kingdom
Financial Services Authority’s rules (and other applicable states and foreign jurisdictions), and the rules of the
Council of Lloyd’s, may deter, delay or prevent certain transactions affecting the control or ownership of our
common shares, including transactions that could be advantageous to our sharcholders.

Dividends

Because our operations are conducted primarily at the subsidiary level, we are dependent upon dividends
from our subsidiaries to meet our debt and other obligations and to declare and pay dividends on our common
shares in the future should our Board of Directors decide to do so. The payment of dividends to us by our
operating subsidiaries is subject to limitations imposed by law in Connecticut, Delaware, New York and the
United Kingdom.

Under the Connecticut and Delaware Insurance Codes, before a Connecticut or Delaware domiciled insurer,
as the case may be, may pay any dividend it must have given notice within five days following the declaration
thereof and 10 days prior to the payment thereof to the Connecticut or Delaware Insurance Commissioners, as the
case may be. During this 10-day period, the Connecticut or Delaware Insurance Commissioner, as the case may
be, may, by order, limit or disallow the payment of ordinary dividends if he or she finds the insurer to be
presently or potentially in financial distress. Under Connecticut and Delaware Insurance Regulations, the
Insurance Commissioner may issue an order suspending or limiting the declaration or payment of dividends by an
insurer if he or she determines that the continued operation of the insurer may be hazardous to its policyholders.
A Connecticut domiciled insurer may only pay dividends out of “eamed surplus,” defined as the insurer’s
“unassigned funds surplus” reduced by 25% of unrealized appreciation in value or revaluation of assets or
unrealized profits on investments, as defined in such insurer’s annual statutory financial statement. A Delaware
domiciled insurer may only pay cash dividends from the portion of its available and accumulated surplus funds
derived from realized net operating profits and realized capital gains. Additionally, a Connecticut or Delaware
domiciled insurer may not pay any “extraordinary” dividend or distribution until (i) 30 days after the insurance
commissioner has received notice of a declaration of the dividend or distribution and has not within that period
disapproved the payment or (ii) the insurance commissioner has approved the payment within the 30-day period.
Under the Connecticut insurance laws, an “extraordinary” dividend of a property and casualty insurer is a
dividend, the amount of which, together with all other dividends and distributions made in the preceding
12 months, exceeds the greater of (i) 10% of the insurer’s surplus with respect to policyholders as of the end of
the prior calendar year or (ii) the insurer’s net income for the prior calendar year (not including pro rata
distributions of any class of the insurer’s own securities). The Connecticut Insurance Department has stated that
the preceding 12-month period ends the month prior to the month in which the insurer secks to pay the dividend.
Under the Delaware insurance laws, an “‘extraordinary” dividend of a property and casualty insurer is a dividend,
the amount of which, together with all other dividends and distributions made in the preceding 12 months,
exceeds the greater of (i) 10% of an insurer’s surplus with respect to policyholders, as of the end of the prior
calendar year or (ii) the insurer’s statutory net income, not including realized capital gains, for the prior calendar
year. Under these definitions, the maximum amount that will be available for the payment of dividends by
Odyssey America for the year ending December 31, 2007 without requiring prior approval of regulatory
authorities is $561.7 million.

New York law provides that an insurer domiciled in New York must obtain the prior approval of the state
insurance commissioner for the declaration or payment of any dividend that, together with dividends declared or
paid in the preceding 12 months, exceeds the lesser of (i) 10% of policyholders’ surplus, as shown by its last
statemnent on file with the New York Insurance Department and (ii) adjusted net investment income (which does
not include realized gains or losses) for the preceding 12-month period. Adjusted net investment income includes
a carryforward of undistributed net investment income for two years. Such declaration or payment is further
limited by earned surplus, as determined in accordance with statutory accounting practices prescribed or
permitted in New York. Under New York law, an insurer domiciled in New York may not pay dividends to
shareholders except out of “earned surplus,” which in this case is defined as ““the portion of the surplus that
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represents the net earnings, gains or profits, after the deduction of all losses, that have not been distributed to the
shareholders as dividends or transferred to stated capital or capital surplus or applied to other purposes permitted
by law but does not include unrealized appreciation of assets.”

United Kingdom law prohibits any United Kingdom company, including Newline, from declaring a dividend
to its shareholders unless such company has “profits available for distribution,” which, in summary, are
accumulated realized profits less accumulated realized losses. The determination of whether a company has
profits available for distribution must be made by reference to accounts that comply with the requirements of the
Companies Act 1985. While there are no statutory restrictions imposed by the United Kingdom insurance
regulatory laws upon an insurer’s ability to declare dividends, insurance regulators in the United Kingdom strictly
control the maintenance of each insurance company’s solvency margin within their jurisdiction and may restrict
an insurer from declaring a dividend beyond a level that the regulators determine would adversely affect an
insurer's solvency requirements. It is common practice in the United Kingdom to notify regulators in advance of
any significant dividend payment.

Credit for Reinsurance and Licensing

A primary insurer ordinarily will enter into a reinsurance agreement only if it can obtain credit for the
reinsurance ceded on its statutory financial statements. In general, credit for reinsurance is allowed in the
following circumstances: (1) if the reinsurer is licensed in the state in which the primary insurer is domiciled or,
in some instances, in certain states in which the primary insurer is licensed; (2) if the reinsurer is an “accredited”
or otherwise approved reinsurer in the state in which the primary insurer is domiciled or, in some instances, in
certain states in which the primary insurer is licensed; (3) in some instances, if the reinsurer (2) is domiciled in a
state that is deemed to have substantially similar credit for reinsurance standards as the state in which the primary
insurer is domiciled and (b) meets certain financial requirements; or (4) if none of the above apply, to the extent
that the reinsurance obligations of the reinsurer are collateralized appropriately, typically through the posting of a
letter of credit for the benefit of the primary insurer or the deposit of assets into a trust fund established for the
benefit of the primary insurer. Therefore, as a result of the requirements relating to the provision of credit for
reinsurance, we are indirectly subject to certain regulatory requirements imposed by jurisdictions in which ceding
companies are licensed.

Investment Limitations

State insurance laws contain rules governing the types and amounts of investments that are permissible for
domiciled insurers. These rules are designed to ensure the safety and liquidity of an insurer’s investment
portfolio. Investments in excess of statutory guidelines do not constitute “admitted assets™ (i.e., assets permitted
by insurance laws to be included in a domestic insurer’s statutory financial statements) unless special approval is
obtained from the regulatory authority. Non-admitted assets are not considered for the purposes of various
financial ratios and tests, including those governing solvency and the ability to write premiums. An insurer may
hold an investment authorized under more than one provision of the insurance laws under the provision of its
choice (except as otherwise expressly pravided by law).

Liquidation of Insurers

The liquidation of insurance companies, including reinsurers, is generally conducted pursuant to state
insurance law. In the event of the liquidation of one of our operating insurance subsidiaries, liquidation
proceedings would be conducted by the insurance regulator of the state in which the subsidiary is domiciled, as
the domestic receiver of its properties, assets and business. Liquidators located in other states (known as ancillary
liquidators) in which we conduct business may have jurisdiction over assets or properties located in such states
under certain circumstances. Under Connecticut, Delaware and New York law, all creditors of our operating
insurance subsidiaries, including but not limited to reinsureds under their reinsurance agreements, would be
entitled to payment of their allowed claims in full from the assets of the operating subsidiaries before we, as a
shareholder of our operating subsidiaries, would be entitled to receive any distribution.
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Some states have adopted and others are considering legislative proposals that would authorize the
establishment of an interstate compact concerning various aspects of insurer insolvency proceedings, including
interstate governance of receiverships and guaranty funds.

The National Association of Insurance Commissioners (“NAIC") and Accreditation

The NAIC is an organization that assists state insurance supervisory officials in achieving insurance
regulatory objectives, including the maintenance and improvement of state regulation. From time to time various
regulatory and legislative changes have been proposed in the insurance industry, some of which could have an
effect on reinsurers. The NAIC has instituted its Financial Regulation Standards and Accreditation Program
(“FRSAP™) in response to federal initiatives to regulate the business of insurance. FRSAP provides a set of
standards designed to establish effective state regulation of the financial condition of insurance companies, Under
FRSAP, a state must adopt certain laws and regulations, institute required regulatory practices and procedures,
and have adequate personnel to enforce such items in order to become an “accredited” state. If a state is not
accredited, accredited states are not able to accept certain financial examination reports of insurers prepared
solely by the regulatory agency in such unaccredited state. Connecticut and Delaware are accredited under
FRSAP. New York, Hudson Specialty’s state of domicile, is not accredited under FRSAP, There can be no
assurance that, should New York remain unaccredited, other states that are accredited will continue 1o accept
financial examination reports prepared solely by New York. We do not believe that the refusal by an accredited
state to accept financial examination reports prepared by New York, should that occur, would have a material
adverse impact on our insurance businesses,

Risk-Based Capital Requirements

In order to enhance the regulation of insurer solvency, the NAIC has adopted a formula and model law to
implement risk-based capital requirements for property and casualty insurance companies, Connecticut, Delaware
and New York have each adopted risk-based capital legislation for property and casvalty insurance and
reinsurance companies that is similar to the NAIC risk-based capital requirement. These risk-based capital
requirements are designed to assess capital adequacy and to raise the level of protection that statutory surplus
provides for policyholder obligations. The risk-based capital model for property and casualty insurance
compani¢s measures three major areas of risk facing property and casualty insurers: (1) underwriting, which
encompasses the risk of adverse loss development and inadequate pricing; (2) declines in asset values arising
from credit risk; and (3) declines in asset values arising from investment risks. Insurers having less statutory
surplus than required by the risk-based capital calculation will be subject to varying degrees of company or
regulatory action, depending on the level of capital inadequacy. The surplus levels (as calculated for statutory
annual statement purposes) of our operating insurance companies are above the risk-based capital thresholds that
would require either company or regulatory action.

Codification of Statutory Accounting Principles

The NAIC adopted the Codification of Statutory Accounting Principles (“Codification”) which is intended
to standardize regulatory accounting and reporting for the insurance industry. The Codification provides guidance
for arcas where statutory accounting has been silent and changes current statutory accounting in some areas.
However, statutory accounting principles will continue to be established by individual state laws and permitted
practices. The states of Connecticut and Delaware have adopted the Codification. New York has adopted the
Codification, with certain modifications to reflect provisions required by New York law or policy.

Guaranty Funds and Shared Markets

Our operating subsidiaries that write primary insurance are required to be members of guaranty associations
in each state in which they write business. These associations are organized to pay covered claims (as defined and
limited by various guaranty association statutes) under insurance policies issued by primary insurance companies
that have become insolvent. These state guaranty funds make assessments against member insurers to obtain the
funds necessary to pay association covered claims. New York has a pre-assessment guaranty fund, which makes
assessments prior to the occurrence of an insolvency, in contrast with other states, which make assessments after
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an insolvency takes place. In addition, primary insurers are required to participate in mandatory property and
casualty shared market mechanisms or pooling arrangements that provide various coverages 1o individuals or
other entities that are otherwise unable to purchase such coverage in the commercial insurance marketplace. Qur
operating subsidiaries’ participation in such shared markets or pooling mechanisms is generally proportionate to
the amount of direct premiums written in respect of primary insurance for the type of coverage written by the
applicable poeling mechanism.

Legislative and Regulatory Proposals

From time to time various regulatory and legislative changes have been proposed in the insurance and
reinsurance industry that could have an effect on reinsurers. Among the proposals that in the past have been or are
at present being considered is the possible introduction of federal regulation in addition 1o, or in lieu of, the
current system of state regulation of insurers. In addition, there are a variety of proposals being considered by
various state legislatures. We are unable to predict whether any of these laws and regulations will be adopted. the
form in which any such laws and regulations would be adopted, or the effect, if any. these developments would
have on our operations and financial condition.

The Fairness in Asbestos Injury Resolution Act of 2005 (“FAIR™) would have largely removed asbestos
claims from the courts in favor of an administrative process that would pay awards out of a trust fund on a “no
fault™ basis to claimants meeting asbestos cxposure and medical criteria. The proposed trust would have been
funded by contributions from corporate defendants, insurers and existing bankruptey trusts. In February 2006, the
U.S. Senate effectively denied passage of FAIR. At this time. we are unable 1o predict what asbestos-related
legislation, if any, may be proposed in the future, or the impact such legislation may have on our operations.

Government intervention in the insurance and reinsurance markets. both in the U.S. and worldwide,
continues to evolve. Federal and state legislators and regulators have considered numerous statutory and
regulatory initiatives. While we cannot predict the exact nature, timing, or scope of other such proposals. if
adopted they could adversely affect our business by:

* providing government supported insurance and reinsurance capacity in markets and to consumers that we
larget;

* requiring our participation in pools and guaranty associations;
* regulating the terms of insurance and reinsurance policies: or

* disproportionately benefiting the companies of one country or jurisdiction over those of another.

Terrorism Risk Insurance Act of 2002

The Terrorism Risk Insurance Act of 2002 (“TRIA™) established a program under which the U.S. federal
government will share with the insurance industry the risk of loss from certain acts of internitional terrorism.
With the enactment on December 22, 2005 of the Terrorism Risk Insurance Extension Act of 2005, TRIA has
now been modified and extended through December 31, 2007. The program is applicable 10 most commercial
property and casualty lines of business (with the notable exception of reinsurance), and panticipation by insurers
writing such lines is mandatory. Under TRIA, all applicable terrorism exclusions contained in policies in force on
November 26, 2002 were voided. For policies in force on or after November 26, 2002, insurers are required to
provide coverage for losses arising from acts of terrorism as defined by TRIA on terms and in amounts which
may not differ materially from other policy coverages,

Under TRIA, the federal government will reimburse insurers for a percentage of covered losses above a
defined insurer deductible. The deductible for each participating insurer is based on a percentage of the combined
direct earned premiums in the preceding calendar year of the insurer, defined to include its subsidiaries and
affiliates. In 2006, the deductible is equal to 17.5% of the insurer's combined direct earned premiums for 2005.
Further, the 2005 amendments 10 TRIA established a per event trigger for federal participation in aggregate
insured losses of $50 million for losses occurring after March 31, 2006 and before January 1, 2007, and
$100 million for losses occurring in 2007. Under certain circumstances, the federal government may require
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insurers to levy premium surcharges on policyholders to recoup for the federal government its reimbursements
paid.

While the provisions of TRIA and the purchase of certain terrorism reinsurance coverage mitigate our
exposure in the event of a large-scale terrorist attack, our effective deductible is significant. Further, our exposure
to losses from terrorist acts is not limited to TRIA events since domestic terrorism is generally not excluded from
our policies and, regardless of TRIA, some state insurance regulators do not permit terrorism exclusions for
various coverages or causes of loss. Accordingly, we continue to monitor carefully our concentrations of risk.

Primary insurance companies providing commercial property and casualty insurance in the U.S., such as
Hudson and Hudson Specialty, are required to participate in the TRIA program. TRIA generally does not purport
to govern the obligations of reinsurers, such as Odyssey America. The TRIA program is scheduled to expire at
the end of 2007, and it is unclear at this time whether Congress will further extend the program beyond 2007. It is
possible that the non-renewal of TRIA could adversely affect the industry, including us.

Other Indusiry Developmentis

The New York Attorney General’s office and other governmental and regulatory bodies are investigating
allegations relating to a wide range of practices in the insurance and reinsurance industry, including contingent
commissions payments and allegations of price fixing, market allocation, or bid rigging. As of the date hereof, we
have not been contacted by any of these parties with respect to these practices, although we have received and
responded to inquiries and informational requests from several state insurance departments as part of the
industry-wide review being conducted by these states. We intend to cooperate with these requests and others we
may receive from governmental and regulatory bodies.

We have undertaken to review our practices in light of the matters being reviewed by the New York Attorney
General and other governmental authorities. This review is ongoing. We are actively monitoring these ongoing,
industry-wide investigations. It is possible that these investigations or related regulatory developments will
mandate changes in industry practices in a fashion that increases our costs of doing business or requires us to alter
aspects of the manner in which we conduct our business,

Our Website

Our internet address is www.odysseyre.com. The information on our website is not incorporated by
reference into this Annual Report on Form 10-K. Our annual reports on Form 10-K, quarterly reports on
Form 10-Q, current reports on Form 8-K, and amendments to those reports filed or furnished pursuant to
Sections 13(a) or 15(d) of the Exchange Act, are accessible free of charge through our website as soon as
reasonably practicable after they have been electronically filed with or furnished to the Securities and Exchange
Commission. Our Code of Business Conduct, Code of Ethics for Senior Financial Officers, Corporate
Governance Guidelines and the charters for our Audit, Compensation and Transaction Review Committees are
also available on our website. In addition, you may obtain, free of charge, copies of any of the above reports or
documents upon request to the Secretary of the Company.

Our annual, quarterly and current reports are accessible to view or copy at the SEC’s Public Reference room
at 100 F Street, NE, Washington, DC 20549, by calling 1-800-SEC-0330, or on the SEC’s website at

WWW.SEC.ZOV.

Item 1A. Risk Factors

Factors that could cause our actual results to differ materially from those described in the forward-looking
statements contained in this Form 10-K and other documents we file with the Securities and Exchange
Commission include the risks described below, You should also refer to the other information in this Annual
Report on Form 10-K, including the consolidated financial statements and accompanying notes thereto.
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Risks Relating to Our Business
Our actual claims may exceed our claim reserves, causing us to incur losses we did not anticipate.

Our success is dependent upon our ability 1o assess accurately the risks associated with the businesses that
we reinsure of insure. 1f we fail to accurately assess the risks we assume, we may fail to establish appropriate
premium rates and our reserves may be inadequate to cover our losses, which could have a material adverse effect
on our financial condition or reduce our net income.

As of December 31, 2006, we had net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses of $4.403.1 million. We
incurred losses and loss adjustment expenses of $1,484.2 million, $2,061.6 million and $1,631.1 million for the
years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively.

Reinsurance and insurance claim reserves represent estimates, involving actuarial and statistical projections
at a given point in time, of our expectations of the ultimate settlement and administration costs of claims incurred.
The process of establishing loss reserves is complex and imprecise because it is subject to variables that are
influenced by significant judgmental factors. We utilize both proprietary and commercially available actuarial
models as well as our historical and industry loss development patierns to assist in the establishment of
appropriate claim reserves. In contrast to casualty losses, which frequently can be determined only through
lengthy and unpredictable litigation, non-casualty property losses tend to be reported promptly and usually are
settled within a shorter period of time. Nevertheless, for both casualty and property losses, actual claims and
claim expenses paid may deviate, perhaps subsiantially, from the reserve estimates reflected in our consolidated
financial statements.

In addition, because we, like other reinsurers, do not separately evaluate cach of the individual risks assumed
under our reinsurance treaties, we are largely dependent on the original underwriting decisions made by ceding
comparies. We are subject to the risk that the ceding companies may not have adequately evaluated the risks to be
reinsured and that the premiums ceded may not adequately compensate us for the risks we assume. If our claim
reserves are determined to be inadequate, we will be required to increase claim reserves with a corresponding
reduction in our net income in the period in which the deficiency is recognized. It is possible that claims in
respect of events that have occurred could exceed our claim reserves and have a material adverse effect on our
results of operations in a particular period or our financial condition.

Even though most insurance contracts have policy limits, the nature of property und casualty insurance and
reinsurance is that losses can exceed policy limits for a variety of reasons and could significantly exceed the
premiums received on the underlying policies.

Unpredictable natural and man-made catastrophic events could cause unanticipated losses and reduce our
net income.

Catastrophes can be caused by various events, including natural events such as hurricanes, windstorms,
earthquakes, hailstorms, severe winter weather and fires, and unnatural events such as acts of war, terrorist
attacks, explosions and riots. The incidence and severity of catastrophes are inherently unpredictable. The extent
of losses from a catastrophe is a function of both the total amount of insured exposure in the area affected by the
event and the severity of the event. Most catastrophes are restricted to small geographic areas; however,
hurricanes, windstorms and earthquakes may produce significant damage in large, heavily populated areas. Most
of our past catastrophe-related claims have resulted from severe storms. Catastrophes can cause losses in a variety
of property and casualty lines for which we provide insurance or reinsurance.

Insurance companies are not permitted to reserve for a catastrophe unless it has occurred. It is therefore
possible that a catastrophic event or multiple catastrophic events could have a material adverse effect upon our
results of operations and financial condition. It is possible that our modeis have not adequately captured seme
catastrophe risks or other risks. We believe it is impossible to completely eliminate our exposure to unforeseen or
unpredictable events.
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If we are unable to maintain a favorable financial strength rating, cerlain existing business may be subject
to termination, and it may be more difficult for us to write new business.

Rating agencies assess and rate the claims-paying ability of reinsurers and insurers based upon criteria
established by the rating agencies. Periodically the rating agencies evaluate us to confirm that we continue 1o
meet the criteria of the ratings previously assigned to us. The claims-paying ability ratings assigned by rating
agencies (o reinsurance or insurance companies represent independent opinions of financial strength and ability to
meet policyholder obligations, and are not directed toward the protection of investors. Ratings by rating agencies
are not ratings of securities or recommendations to buy, hold or sell any security. In the event our companies were
1o be downgraded by any or all of the rating agencies, some of our business would be subject to provisions which
could cause. among other things. early termination of contracts. or a requirement to post collateral at the direction
of our counterparty. We cannot precisely estimate the amount of premium that would be at risk to such a
development. or the amount of additional collateral that might be required to maintain existing business, as these
amounts would depend on the particular facts and circumstances at the time, including the degree of the
downgrade, the time elapsed on the impacted in-force policies, and the effects of any related catastrophic event on
the industry generally, We cannot assure you that our premiums would not decline, or that our profitability would
not be affected, perhaps materially, following a ratings downgrade.

Our principal operating subsidiaries maintain a rating of “A" (Stable) from A.M. Best, an “A-"" (Excellent)
counterparty credit and financial strength rating from Standard & Poor’s and an “A3" (Stable) financial strength
rating from Moody's. Financial strength ratings are used by insurers and reinsurance and insurance intermediaries
as an imponant means of assessing the financial strength and quality of reinsurers. See “Part I, Item | —
Business-Ratings™ for further detail regarding our and our subsidiaries’ ratings.

The ratings by these agencies of our principal operating subsidiaries may be based on a variety of factors,
many of which are outside of our control. including. but not limited to. the financial condition of Fairfax and its
other subsidiaries and affiliates. the financial condition or actions of parties from which we have obtained
reinsurance. and factors relating to the sectors in which we or they conduct business, and the statutory surplus of
our operating subsidiaries, which is adversely affected by underwriting losses and dividends paid by them to us.
A downgrade of any of the debt or other ratings of Fairfax, or of any of Fairfax’s other subsidiaries or affiliates, or
a deterioration in the financial markets’ view of any of these entities, could have a negative impact on our ratings.

Uncertainty related to our estimated losses for Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma may materially impact
our financial resiudts.

Our statements of operations for the year ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. include pre-tax
underwriting losses of $46.4 and $436.0 million, respectively, from Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma. The loss
estimate represents our best estimate based on the most recent information available. We used various approaches
in estimating this loss, including a detailed review of exposed contracts and information from ceding companies.
As additional information becomes available, such estimates may be revised, potentially resulting in adverse
effects to our financial resulis. The extraordinary nature and scale of this loss, including legal and regulatory
implications. adds substantial uncertainty and complexity to the estimating process. Considerable time may
elapse before the adequacy of our estimates can be determined.

Our estimates are subject to a high level of uncertainty arising out of extremely complex and unique
causation and coverage issues, including the appropriate attribution of losses to flood as opposed to other perils
such as wind. fire or riot and civil commotion. The underlying policies generally contain exclusions for flood
damage: however. water damage caused by wind may be covered. We expect that causation and coverage issues
may not be resolved for a considerable period of time and may be influenced by evolving legal and regulatory
developments.

Our actual losses from Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma may vary materially from our estimates as a
result of, among other things, an increase in industry insured loss estimates, the receipt of additional information
from clients. the attribution of losses 1o coverages that for the purpose of our estimates we assumed would not be
exposed, the contingent nature of business interruption exposures, and inflation in repair costs due to the limited
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availability of labor and materials, in which case our financial results could be further materially adversely
affected. In addition, actual losses may increase if our reinsurers fail to meet their obligations.

We have no retrocession protection remaining with respect to Hurricane Katrina. Should our Hurricane
Katrina losses prove to be greater than currently estimated, it will have an adverse effect on our financial results.

We cannot be sure that retrocessional coverage will be available to us on acceptable terms, or at all, in the
future.

If we are unable to realize our investment objectives, our business, financial condition or results of
operations may be adversely affected.

Investment returns are an important part of our overall profitability, and our operating results depend in part
on the performance of our investment portfolio. Accordingly, fluctuations in the fixed income or equity markets
could impair our profitability, financial condition or cash flows. We derive our investment income from interest
and dividends, together with realized gains on the sale of investment assets. The portion derived from realized
gains generally fluctuates from year to year. For the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, net realized
gains accounted for 28.0%, 21.4% and 42.6%, respectively, of our total investment income (including realized
gains and losses). Realized gains are typically a less predictable source of income than interest and dividends,
particularly in the short term.

The return on our portfolio and the risks associated with our investments are also affected by our asset mix,
which can change materially depending on market conditions. Investments in cash or short-term investments
generally produce a lower return than other investments, As of December 31, 2006, 32.6%, or $2.3 billion, of our
invested assets were held in cash and short-term investments pending our identifying suitable opportunities for
reinvestment in line with our long-term value-oriented investment philosophy.

The volatility of our claims submissions may force us to liquidate securities, which may cause us to incur
capital losses. If we structure our investments improperly relative to our liabilities, we may be forced to liquidate
investments prior to maturity at a significant loss to cover such liabilities. Realized and unrealized investment
losses resulting from an other-than-temporary decline in value could significantly decrease our assets, thereby
affecting our ability to conduct business.

Our operating results depend in part on the performance of our investment portfolio. The ability to achieve
our investment objectives is affected by general economic conditions that are beyond our control. General
economic conditions can adversely affect the markets for interest-rate-sensitive securities, including the extent
and timing of investor participation in such markets, the level and volatility of interest rates and, consequently,
the value of fixed income securities. Interest rates are highly sensitive to many factors, including governmental
monetary policies, domestic and international economic and political conditions and other factors beyond our
control. General economic conditions, stock market conditions and many other factors can also adversely affect
the equities markets and, consequently, the value of the equity securities we own. We may not be able to realize
our investment objectives, which could reduce our net income significantly.

Investigations by U.S. government authorities may adversely affect us.

On September 7, 2005, we announced that we had been advised by Fairfax, our majority shareholder, that it
had received a subpoena from the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”) requesting documents
regarding any non-traditional insurance and reinsurance transactions entered into or offered by Fairfax and any of
its affiliates, which included OdysseyRe. The United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of New
York is reviewing documents provided to the SEC in response to the subpoena, and is participating in the
investigation into these matters. In addition, we provided information and made a presentation to the SEC and the
U.S. Attorney’s office relating to the restatement of our financial results announced by us on February 9, 2006
and responded to questions with respect to transactions that were part of the restatement. We are cooperating fully
in addressing our obligations under this subpoena. Fairfax, and Fairfax’s chairman and chief executive officer,
V. Prem Watsa, who is also the chairman of OdysseyRe, have received subpoenas from the SEC in connection
with the answer to a question on Fairfax’s February 10, 2006 investor conference call concerning the review of
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Fairfax’s finite contracts. Our independent registered public accountants and our chief financial officer prior to
March 2005 have each received a subpoena relating to the above matters.

This inquiry is ongoing, and we continue to comply with requests from the SEC and the U.S. Attomey’s
office. We cannot assure you that we will not be subject to further requests or other regulatory proceedings of a
similar kind. It is possible that other governmental and enforcement agencies will seek to review this information
as well, or that we, or other parties with whom we interact, such as customers or shareholders, may become
subject to direct requests for information or other inquiries by such agencies.

At the present time, we cannot predict the outcome of these matters or the ultimate effect on our
consolidated financial statements, which effect could be material and adverse. The financial cost to us to address
these matters has been and is likely to continue to be significant. We expect that these matters will continue to
require significant management attention, which could divert management’s attention away from our business.
Our business, or the market price for our securities, also could be materially adversely affected by negative
publicity related to this inquiry or similar proceedings, if any.

Certain business practices of the insurance industry have become the subject of investigations by
government authorities and the subject of class action litigation.

In recent years, the insurance industry has been the subject of a number of investigations, and increasing
litigation and regulatory activity by various insurance, governmental and enforcement authorities, concerning
certain practices within the industry. These practices include the payment of contingent commissions by
insurance companies to insurance brokers and agents and the extent to which such compensation has been
disclosed, the solicitation and provision of fictitious or inflated quotes, the alleged illegal tying of the placement
of insurance business to the purchase of reinsurance, and the sale and purchase of finite reinsurance or other non-
traditional or loss mitigation insurance products and the accounting treatment for those products. We have
received inquiries and informational requests from insurance departments in certain states in which our insurance
subsidiaries operate. We cannot predict at this time the effect that current investigations, litigation and regulatory
activity will have on the insurance or reinsurance industry or our business, Our involvement in any investigations
and related lawsuits would cause us to incur legal costs and, if we were found to have violated any laws, we could
be required to pay fines and damages, perhaps in material amounts. In addition, we could be materially adversely
affected by the negative publicity for the insurance industry related to these proceedings, and by any new
industry-wide regulations or practices that may result from these proceedings. It is possible that these
investigations or related regulatory developments will mandate changes in industry practices in a fashion that
increases our costs of doing business or requires us to alter aspects of the manner in which we conduct our
business.

We operate in a highly competitive environment which could make it more difficult for us to attract and
retain business.

The reinsurance industry is highly competitive. We compete, and will continue to compete, with major
United States and non-United States reinsurers and certain underwriting syndicates and insurers, some of which
have greater financial, marketing and management resources than we do. In addition, we may not be aware of
other companies that may be planning to enter the reinsurance market or existing reinsurers that may be planning
1o raise additional capital. Competition in the types of reinsurance business that we underwrite is based on many
factors, including premiums charged and other terms and conditions offered, services provided, financial ratings
assigned by independent rating agencies, speed of claims payment, reputation, perceived financial strength and
the experience of the reinsurer in the line of reinsurance fo be written. Increased competition could cause us and
other reinsurance providers to charge lower premium rates and obtain less favorable policy terms, which could
adversely affect our ability to generate revenue and grow our business.

We also are aware that other financial institutions, such as banks, are now able to offer services similar to our
own. In addition, we have recently seen the creation of alternative products from capital market participants that
are intended to compete with reinsurance products. We are unable to predict the extent to which these new,

40




proposed or potential initiatives may affect the demand for our products or the risks that may be available for us
to consider underwriting.

Our primary insurance is a business segment that is growing, and the primary insurance business is also
highly competitive. Primary insurers compete on the basis of factors including selling effort, product, price,
service and financial strength. We seek primary insurance pricing that will result in adequate returns on the
capital allocated to our primary insurance business. Our business plans for these business units could be adversely
impacted by the loss of primary insurance business to competitors offering competitive insurance products at
lower prices.

This competition could affect our ability to attract and retain business.

Emerging claim and coverage issues conld adversely affect our business.

Unanticipated developments in the law as well as changes in social and environmental conditions could
result in unexpected claims for coverage under our insurance and reinsurance contracts. These developments and
changes may adversely affect us, perhaps materially. For example, we could be subject to developments that
impose additional coverage obligations on us beyond our underwriting intent, or to increases in the number or
size of claims to which we are subject. With respect to our casualty businesses, these legal, social and
environmental changes may not become apparent until some time after their occurrence. Our exposure to these
uncertainties could be exacerbated by the increased willingness of some market participants to dispute insurance
and reinsurance contract and policy wordings.

The full effects of these and other unforeseen emerging claim and coverage issues are extremely hard to
predict. As a result, the full extent of our liability under our coverages, and in particular our casualty insurance
policies and reinsurance contracts, may not be known for many years after a policy or contract is issued. Our
exposure to this uncertainty wiil grow as our “long-tail” casualty businesses grow. because in these lines of
business claims can typically be made for many years, making them more susceptible to these trends than in the
property insurance business, which is more typically “short-tail.” In addition, we could be adversely affected by
the growing trend of plaintiffs targeting participants in the property-liability insurance industry in purported class
action litigation relating to claim handling and other practices.

If our current and potential customers change their requirements with respect 1o financial strength, claims
paying ratings or counterparty collateral requirements, our profitability could be adversely affected.

Insureds, insurers and insurance and reinsurance intermediaries use financial ratings as an important means
of assessing the financial strength and quality of insurers and reinsurers. In addition, the rating of a company
purchasing reinsurance may be affected by the rating of its reinsurer, For these reasons, credit committees of
insurance and reinsurance companies regularly review and in some cases revise their requirements with respect to
the insurers and reinsurers from whom they purchase insurance and reinsurance.

If one or more of our current or potential customers were to raise their minimum fequired financial strength
or claims paying ratings above the ratings held by us or our insurance and reinsurance subsidiaries, or if they
were to materially increase their collateral requirements, the demand for our products could be reduced, our
premiums could decline, and our profitability could be adversely affected.

Consolidation in the insurance industry could lead 10 lower margins for us and less demand for our
reinsirance products.

Many insurance industry participants are consolidating to enhance their market power. These entities may
try to use their market power to negotiate price reductions for our products and services. If competitive pressures
compel us to reduce our prices. our operating margins would decrease. As the insurance industry consolidates,
competition for customers will become more intense and the importance of acquiring and properly servicing each
customer will become greater, We could incur greater expenses relating to customer acquisition and retention,
further reducing our operating margins. In addition, insurance companies that merge may be able to spread their
risks across a consolidated, larger capital base so that they require less reinsurance.
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A change in demand for reinsurance and insurance could lead 1o reduced premium rates and less favorable
contract terms, which could reduce our net income.

Historically, we have experienced fluctuations in operating results due to competition, frequency of
occurrence or severity of catastrophic events, levels of capacity, general economic conditions and other factors.
Demand for reinsurance is influenced significantly by underwriting results of primary insurers and prevailing
general economic conditions. In addition, the larger insurers created by the consolidation discussed above may
require less reinsurance. The supply of reinsurance is related to prevailing prices and levels of surplus capacity
that, in turn, may fluctuate in response to changes in rates of return being realized in the reinsurance industry. It is
possible that premium rates or other terms and conditions of trade could vary in the future, that the present level
of demand will not continue or that the present level of supply of reinsurance could increase as a result of capital
provided by recent or future market entrants or by existing reinsurers.

General pricing across the industry and other terms and conditions have become less fuvorable than they
have been in the recent past, the degree to which varies by class of business and region. All of these factors can
reduce our profitability and we have no way to determine to what extent they will impact us in the future,

Fairfax Financial Holdings Limited owns a majority of our common shares and can determine the outcome
of onr corporate actions requiring board or shareholder approval.

As of December 31, 2006, Fairfax beneficially owned, through whaolly-owned subsidiaries, 59.6% of our
outstanding common shares. Consequently, Fairfax can determine the outcome of our corporate actions requiring
board or shareholder approval, such as:

* appointing officers and electing members of our Board of Directors;
* adopting amendments to our charter documents; and
* approving a merger or consolidation, liquidation or sale of all or substantially all of our assets.

In addition, Fairfax has provided us, and continues to provide us, with certain services for which it receives
customary compensation. Through various subsidiaries, Fairfax engages in the business of underwriting insurance
as well as other financial services; and from time to time, we may engage in transactions with those other
businesses in the ordinary course of business under market terms and conditions. All of our directors other than
Andrew Barnard, Peter Bennett, Patrick Kenny and Paul Wolff are directors or officers of Fairfax or certain of its
subsidiaries. Conflicts of interest could arise between us and Fairfax or one of its other subsidiaries, and any
conflict of interest may be resolved in a manner that does not favor us.

Fairfax has stated that it intends to retain control of us. In order to retain control, Fairfax may decide not to
enter into a transaction in which our shareholders would receive consideration for their shares that is much higher
than the cost of their investment in our common shares or the then current market price of our common shares.
Any decision regarding the ownership of us that Fairfax may make at some future time will be in its absolute
discretion.

We may require additional capital in the future, which may not be available or may be available only on
unfavorable terms.

Our capital requirements depend on many factors, including our ability o write business, and rating agency
capital requirements, To the extent that our existing capital is insufficient to meet these reguirements, we may
need to raise additional funds through financings. Any financing, if available at all, may be on terms that are not
favorable to us. If our need for capital arises because of significant losses, the occurrence of these losses may
inake it more difficult for us to raise the necessary capital. If we cannot obtain adequate capital on favorable terms
or at all, our business, operating results and financial condition would be adversely affected.
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Failure to comply with the covenants in our debt agreements could have an adverse effect on our JSinancial
condition.

The current agreement governing our $150 million bank credit facility contains certain covenants that limit
our ability to, among other things, borrow money, make particular types of investments or other restricted
payments, sell assets, merge or consolidate. These agreements also require us to maintain specific financial ratios.
If we fail to comply with these covenants or meet these financial ratios, the lenders under our credit facility or our
noteholders could declare a default and demand immediate repayment of all amounts owed to them.

We are a holding company and are dependent on dividends and other payments from our operating
subsidiaries, which are subject to dividend restrictions.

We are a holding company, and our principal source of funds is cash dividends and other permitted
payments from our operating subsidiaries, principally Odyssey America. If we are unable to receive dividends
from our operating subsidiaries, or if they are able to pay only limited amounts, we may be unable to pay
dividends or make payments on our indebtedness. The payment of dividends by our operating subsidiaries is
subject to restrictions set forth in the insurance laws and regulations of Connecticut, Delaware, New York and the
United Kingdom. See “Regulatory Matters — Regulation of Insurers and Reinsurers — Dividends.”

Our business could be adversely affected by the loss of one or more key employees.

We are substantially dependent on a small number of key employees, in particular Andrew Barnard, R. Scott
Donovan and Michael Wacek. We believe that the experience and reputations in the reinsurance industry of
Messrs. Barnard, Donovan and Wacek are important factors in our ability to attract new business. We have
entered into employment agreements with Messrs. Barnard, Donovan and Wacek. Our success has been, and will
continue to be, dependent on our ability to retain the services of our existing key employees and to attract and
retain additional qualified personnel in the future. The loss of the services of Messrs. Barnard, Donovan or Wacek
or any other key employee, or the inability to identify, hire and retain other highly qualificd personnel in the
future, could adversely affect the quality and profitability of our business operations. We do not currently
maintain key employee insurance with respect to any of our employees.

Our business is primarily dependent upon a limited number of unaffiliated reinsurance brokers and the loss
of business provided by them could adversely affect our business.

We market our reinsurance products worldwide primarity through reinsurance brokers, as well as directly to
our customers. Five reinsurance brokerage firms accounted for 61.8% of our reinsurance gross premiums written
for the year ended December 31, 2006. Loss of all or a substantial portion of the business provided by these
brokers could have a material adverse effect on us,

Our reliance on payments through reinsurance brokers exposes us to credit risk.

In accordance with industry practice, we frequently pay amounts owing in respect of claims under our
policies to reinsurance brokers, for payment over to the ceding insurers. In the event that a broker fails to make
such a payment, depending on the jurisdiction, we might remain liable to the ceding insurer for the deficiency.
Conversely, in certain jurisdictions, when the ceding insurer pays premiums for such policies to reinsurance
brokers for payment over to us, such premiums will be deemed to have been paid and the ceding insurer will no
longer be liable to us for those amounts, whether or not we have actually received such premiums.

Consequently, in connection with the settlement of reinsurance balances, we assume a degree of credit risk
associated with brokers around the world.
We may be adversely affected by foreign currency fluctuations.

Our reporting currency is the United States dollar, A portion of our premjums are written in currencies other
than the United States dollar and a portion of our loss reserves are also in foreign currencies. Moreover, we
maintain a portion of our investments in currencies other than the United States dollar. We may, from time to
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time, experience losses resulting from fluctuations in the values of foreign currencies, which could adversely
affect our operating results.

We may not be able 1o alleviate risk successfully through retrocessional arrangements and we are subject
fo credit risks with respect to our retrocessionaires.

We attempt to limit our risk of loss through retrocessional arrangements, reinsurance agreements with other
reinsurers referred to as retrocessionaires. The availability and cost of retrocessional protection is subject to
market conditions, which are beyond our control. As a result, we may not be able 1o successfully alleviate risk
through retrocessional arrangements. In addition, we are subject to credit risk with respect to our retrocessions
because the ceding of risk to retrocessionaires does not relieve us of our liability to the companies we reinsured.

We purchase reinsurance coverage to insure against a portion of our risk on policies we write directly. We
expect that limiting our insurance risks through reinsurance will continue to be important to us. Reinsurance does
not affect our direct liability to our policyholders on the business we write. A reinsuret’s insolvency or inability
or unwillingness to make timely payments under the terms of its reinsurance agreements with us could have a
material adverse effect on us. In addition, we cannot assure you that reinsurance will remain available to us to the
same extent and on the same terms as are currently available.

The growth of our primary insurance business, which is regulated more comprehensively than reinsurance,
increases our exposure to adverse political, Jjudicial and legal developments.

Hudson, which is licensed to write insurance in 49 states and the District of Columbia on an admitted basis,
is subject to extensive regulation under state statutes that delegate regulatory, supervisory and administrative
powers to state insurance commissioners. Such regulation generally is designed to protect policyholders rather
than investors, and relates to such matters as: rate setting; limitations on dividends and transactions with affiliates;
solvency standards which must be met and maintained; the licensing of insurers and their agents; the examination
of the affairs of insurance companies, which includes periodic market conduct examinations by the regulatory
authorities; annual and other reports. prepared on a statutory accounting basis; establishment and maintenance of
reserves for unearned premiums and losses: and requirements regarding numerous other matters. We could be
required to allocate considerable time and resources to comply with these requirements, and could be adversely
affected if a regulatory authority believed we had failed to comply with applicable law or regulation. We plan to
grow Hudson’s business and, accordingly, expect our regulatory burden to increase,

Our utilization of program managers and other third parties 1o support our business exposes us to
operational and financial risks.

Our primary insurance operations rely on program managers, and other agents and brokers participating in
our programs, to produce and service a substantial portion of our business in this segment. In these arrangements,
we typically grant the program manager the right to bind us to newly issued insurance policies, subject to
underwriting guidelines we provide and other contractual restrictions and obligations. Should our managers issue
policies that contravene these guidelines, restrictions or obligations, we could nonetheless be deemed liable for
such policies. Although we would intend to resist claims that exceed or expand on our underwriting intention, it
is possible that we would not prevail in such an action, or that our program managers would be unable to
substantially indemnify us for their contractual breach. We also rely on our managers, or other third parties we
retain, to collect premiums and to pay valid claims. This €xposes us to their credit and operational risk, without
necessarily relieving us of our obligations to potential insureds. We could also be exposed to potential liabilities
relating to the claims practices of the third party administrators we have retained to manage claims activity that
we expect to arise in our program operations. Although we have implemented monitoring and other oversight
protocols, we cannot assure you that these measures will be sufficient to alleviate all of these exposures.

We are also subject to the risk that our successful program managers will not renew their programs with us.
Our contracts are generally for defined terms of as little as one year, and either party can cancel the contract in a
relatively short period of time. We cannot assure you that we will retain the programs that produce profitable
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business or that our insureds will renew with us, Failure to retain or replace these producers would impair our
ability to execute our growth strategy, and our financial results could be adversely affected.

Our business could be adversely affected as a result of political, regulatory. economic or other influences
in the insurance and reinsurance industries.

The insurance industry is highly regulated and is subject to changing political, economic and regulatory
influences. These factors affect the practices and operation of insurance and reinsurance organizations. Federal
and state legislatures have periodically considered programs to reform or amend the United States insurance
system at both the federal and state level. Recently, the insurance and reinsurance regulatory framework has been
subject to increased scrutiny in many jurisdictions, including the United States and various states in the United
States.

Changes in current insurance regulation may include increased governmental involvement in the insurance
industry or may otherwise change the business and economic environment in which insurance industry
participants operate. In the United States, for example, the states of Hawaii and Florida have implemented
arrangements whereby property insurance in catastrophe prone areas is provided through state-sponsored entities.
The California Earthquake Authority, the first privately financed, publicly operated residential earthquake
insurance pool, provides earthquake insurance to California homeowners,

Such changes couid cause us to make unplanned modifications of products or services. or may result in
delays or cancellations of sales of products and services by insurers or reinsurers, Insurance industry participants
may respond to changes by reducing their investments or postponing investment decisions, including investments
in our products and services. We cannot predict the future impact of changing law or regulation on our
operations; any changes could have a material adverse effect on us or the insurance indusiry in general.

Increasingly, governmental authorities in both the U.S. and worldwide appear to be interested in the
potential risks posed by the reinsurance industry as a whole, and to commercial and financial systems in general.
While we cannot predict the exact nature, timing or scope of possible governmental initiatives, we believe it is
likely there will be increased regulatory intervention in our industry in the future.

For example, we could be adversely affected by governmental or regulatory proposals that:
* provide insurance and reinsurance capacity in markets and to consumers that we target;
* require our participation in industry pools and guaranty associations;

* mandate the terms of insurance and reinsurance policies; or

* disproportionately benefit the companies of one country or jurisdiction over those of another,

Our computer and data processing systems may fail or be perceived to be insecure, which could adversely
affect our business and damage our customer relationships.

Our business is highly dependent upon the successful and uninterrupted functioning of our computer and
data processing systems. We rely on these systems to perform actuarial and other modeling functions necessary
for writing business, as well as to process and make claims payments. We have a highly trained staff that is
committed to the continual development and maintenance of these systems. However, the failure of these Systems
could interrupt our operations or materially impact our ability 1o rapidly evaluate and commit to new business
opportunities. If sustained or repeated, a system failure could result in the loss of existing or potential business
relationships, or compromise our ability to pay claims in a timely manner. This could result in a material adverse
effect on our business results.

Our insurance may not adequately compensate us for material losses that may occur due to disruptions in
our service as a result of computer and data processing systems failure. We do not maintain redundant systems or
facilities for all of our services,

In addition, a security breach of our computer systems could damage our reputation or result in liability. We
retain confidential information regarding our business dealings in our computer systems. We may be required to
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spend significant capital and other resources 1o protect against security breaches or 10 alleviate problems caused
by such breaches. Any well-publicized compromise of security could deter people from conducting transactions
that involve transmitting confidential information to our systems. Therefore. it is critical that these facilities and
infrastructure remain secure and are perceived by the marketplace to be secure. Despite the implementation of
security measures, this infrastructure may be vulnerable to physical break-ins, computer viruses, programming
errors, attacks by third parties or similar disruptive problems. In addition, we could be subject to liability if
hackers were able to penetrate our network security or otherwise misappropriate confidential information.

We could be adversely affected if the Terrorism Risk Insurance Act of 2002 is not renewed beyond 2007, or
is adversely amended.

In response to the tightening of supply in certain insurance and reinsurance markets resuiting from, among
other things, the September 11, 2001 terrorist attack, the Terrorism Risk Insurance Act of 2002, or TRIA, was
enacted to ensure the availability of commercial insurance coverage for terrorist acts in the United States. This
faw initially established a federal assistance program through the end of 2005 1o help the commercial property
and casualty insurance industry cover claims related to future terrorism-related losses and required that coverage
for terrorist acts be offered by insurers. Although TRIA recently has been modified and extended through 2007, it
is possible that TRIA will not be renewed beyond 2007, or could be adversely amended, which could adversely
affect the insurance industry if a material subsequent event occurred. Given these uncertainties, we are currently
unable to determine with certainty the impact that TRIA's amendment or non-renewal could have on us.

Risks Related to Qur Common Shares

Because our controlling shareholder intends to retain control. vou may be unable 1o realize a gain on your
investment in our commaon shares in connection with an acquisition bid.

Fairfax. through its subsidiaries. TIG Insurance Group. TIG Insurance Company, ORH Holdings Inc.,
United States Fire Insurance Company, Fairfax Financial (US) LLC and Fairfax Inc., owned 59.6% of our
outstanding common shares as of December 31, 2006. Consequently, Fairfax is in a position to determine the
outcome of corporale actions requiring board or shareholder approval, including:

« appointing officers and electing members of our Board of Directors;
+ adopting amendments to our charter documents; and
e approving a merger or consolidation, liquidation or sale of all or substantially all of our assets.

All of our directors other than Andrew Barnard, Peter Bennett. Patrick Kenny and Paul Wolff are directors or
officers of Fairfax or certain of its subsidiaries. Conflicts of interest could arise between us and Fairfax or one of
its subsidiaries. and any conflict of interest may be resolved in a manner that does not favor us.

Fairfax has stated that it intends to retain control of us. In order to retain control, Fairfax may decide not to
enter into a transaction in which our shareholders would receive consideration for their shares that is much higher
than the cost of their investment in our common shares or the then current market price of our common shares.
Any decision regarding the ownership of us that Fairfax may make ut some future time will be in its absolute
discretion.

Significamt fluctuation in the market price of our common shares could result in securities class action
claims against us.

Significant price and value fluctuations have occurred with respect 1o the securities of insurance and
insurance-related companies. Our common share price is likely to be volatile in the future. In the past, following
periods of downward volatility in the market price of a company’s securities, class action litigation has often been
pursued against such companies. If similar litigation were pursued against us, it could result in substantial costs
and a diversion of our management’s attention and resources.
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Provisions in our charter documents and Delaware law may impede attempts to replace or remove our
management or inhibit a takeover, which could adversely affect the value of our common shares.

Our centificate of incorporation and bylaws, as well as Delaware corporate law, contain provisions that could
delay or prevent changes in our management or a change of control that a shareholder might consider favorable
and may prevent you from receiving a takeover premium for your shares. These provisions include, for example,

* authorizing the issuance of preferred shares, the terms of which may be determined at the sole discretion
of our Board of Directors;

* establishing advance notice requirements for nominations for election to our Board of Directors or for
proposing matters that can be acted on by shareholders at meetings; and

* providing that special meetings of sharcholders may be called only by our Board of Directors, the
chairman of our Board of Directors, our president or our secretary.

These provisions apply even if the offer may be considered beneficial by some of our shareholders. If a
change in management or a change of control is delayed or prevented, the market price of our common shares
could decline.

Item 1B. Unresolved Staff Comments

None,

Item 2. Properties

Our corporate offices are located in 101,420 total square feet of leased space in Stamford, Connecticut. Qur
other locations occupy a total of 139,489 square feet, all of which are leased. The Americas division operates out
of offices in New York, Stamford, Mexico City, Miami, Santiago and Toeronto, the EuroAsia division operates out
of offices in Paris. Singapore. Stockholm and Tokyo, the London Market division operates out of offices in
London and Bristol, and the U.S. Insurance division operates out of offices in New York, Chicago and Napa.

In September 2004, we renewed the lease at our corporate offices in Stamford, Connecticut, under a lease
agreement beginning upon the termination of the current lease in October 2007 and expiring in October 2022,
Upon signing the lease. we received a construction allowance of $3.1 million. We have three renewal options on
the current premises that could extend the lease through September 2032, if all renewal options are exercised.

ltem 3. Legal Proceedings

Odyssey America participated in providing quota share reinsurance to Guif Insurance Company (“Gulf™)
from January 1, 1996 to December 3 1, 2002, under which Gulf issued policies that guaranteed the residual value
of automobile leases incepling during this period (““Treaties™). In March 2003, Gulf requested a payment of
approximately $30.0 million, which included a “special payment” of $26.0 million, due on April 28, 2003,
representing Odyssey America’s purported share of a settlement (**Settlement”) between Gulf and one of the
insureds whose policies, Gulf contends, were reinsured under the Treaties. In July 2003, Gulf initiated litigation
against Odyssey America, demanding payment relating to the Settlement and other amounts under the Treaties.
Odyssey America answered the complaint. Among other things, Odyssey America contends that (i) Gulf
breached its duty to Odyssey America of utmost good faith when it piaced the Treaties by failing to disclose
material information concerning the policy it issued to the insured; and (i) the Settlement is not covered under
the terms of the Treaties. Among the remedies Odyssey America seeks is rescission of the Treaties. We are
vigorously asserting our claims and defending ourselves against any claims asserted by Gulf. We estimate that the
amount in dispute under the Treaties that has not been recorded by us as of December 31, 2006, could range
between $35 million to $40 million, after taxes. It is presently anticipated that the case will go to trial in the latter
half of 2007. It is not possible to make any determination regarding the likely outcome of this matter at this time.

In January 2004, two retrocessionaires of Odyssey America under the common control of London
Reinsurance Group Inc. (together, “London Life") filed for arbitration under a series of aggregate stop loss
agreements covering the years 1994 and 1996-200] (the “Agreements”). On March 9, 2006, the arbitration panel
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issued its decision confirming the enforceability of the Agreements and resolving in Odyssey America’s favor
substantially all issues in dispute regarding Odyssey America’s administration of the Agreements. Effective
May 12, 2006, Odyssey America and London Life entered into a commutation and release agreement pursuant to
which all rights, obligations and liabilities for the Agreements were fully and finally settled without material
effect to our net income.

On September 7, 2005, we announced that we had been advised by Fairfax, our majority shareholder, that it
had received a subpoena from the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC™) requesting documents
regarding any non-traditional insurance and reinsurance transactions entered into or offered by Fairfax and any of
its affiliates, which included OdysseyRe. The United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of New
York is reviewing documents provided to the SEC in response to the subpoena, and is participating in the
investigation into these matters. In addition, we provided information and made a presentation to the SEC and the
U.S. Auorney’s office relating to the restatement of our financial results announced by us on February 9, 2006
and responded to questions with respect (0 transactions that were part of the restatement. We are cooperating fully
in addressing our obligations under this subpoena. Fairfax, and Fairfax's chairman and chief executive officer,
V. Prem Watsa, who is also the chairman of OdysseyRe, have received subpoenas from the SEC in connection
with the answer to a question on Fairfax’s February 10, 2006 investor conference call concerning the review of
Eairfax’s finite contracts. Our independent registered public accountants and our chief financia! officer prior to
March 2005 have each received a subpoena relating to the above matters. This inquiry is ongoing, and we
continue to comply with requests from the SEC and the U.S. Attorney’s office. At the present time, we cannot
predict the outcome of these matters, or the ultimate effect on our consolidated financial statements, which effect
could be material and adverse. No assurance can be made that we will not be subject to further requests or other
regulatory proceedings of a similar kind.

On February 8, 2007, we were added as a co-defendant in an amended complaint in an existing action
against our majority shareholder, Fairfax, and certain of Fairfax’s officers and directors, who include certain of
our current and former directors. The amended and consolidated complaint has been filed in the United States
District Court for the Southern District of New York by the lead plaintiffs, who seek to represent a class of all
purchasers and acquirers of securities of Fairfax between May 21, 2003 and March 22, 2006, inclusive, and
allege, among other things, that the defendants violated U.S. federal securities laws by making material
misstatements or failing to disclose certain material information. The amended complaint seeks, among other
things. certification of the putative class, unspecified compensatory damages, unspecified injunctive relief,
reasonable costs and attorneys' fees and other relief. We intend to vigorously defend against the allegations. At
this early stage of the proceedings, it is not possible to make any determination regarding the likely outcome of
this matter.

We and our subsidiaries are involved from time to time in ordinary litigation and arbitration proceedings as
part of our business operations; in management’s opinion, the outcome of these suits, individually or collectively,
is not likely to result in judgments that would be material to our financial condition or results of operations,

Item 4. Submission of Matters to a Vote of Security Holders

No matters were submitted to a vote of security holders during the fourth quarter of 2006.
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PART I

Item 5. Market for Registrant’s Common Equity, Related Shareholder Matters and Issuer Purchases of
Eguity Securities

Market Information and Holders of Common Shares

The principal United States market on which our common shares are traded is the New York Stock
Exchange (“NYSE"). As of February 9, 2007, the approximate number of holders of our common shares,
including those whose common shares are held in nominee name, was 14,750, Quarterly high and low sales
prices per share of our common shares, as reported by the New York Stock Exchange composite for each quarter
in the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, are as follows:

Quarter Ended High Low

December 31, 2006, .. ... $38.65 %3345
September 30, 2000 . ... e 34,75 24.70
June 30, 2006 . ... e 26.60 21.23
March 31, 2006 . ..o 25.41 19.50
December 31, 2005 . . .. $26.92  $23.77
September 30, 2005 . ... e e 25.86 23,76
June 30, 2005 . .. 25.33 22.50
March 31, 2005 . . e 26.01 24.20

Fairfax owns 59.6% of our outstanding common shares, directly (0.2%) and through its subsidiaries: TIG
Insurance Group (42.1%), TIG Insurance Company (5.5%), ORH Holdings Inc. {8.7%), Fairfax Inc. (2.0%) and
United States Fire Insurance Company (1.1%).

Dividends

In cach of the four quarters of 2006, we declared a dividend of $(0.03125 per common share, resulting in an
aggregate annual dividend of $0.125 per common share, totaling $8.8 million. The dividends were paid con
March 31, 2006, June 30, 2006, September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2006. In each of the four quarters of
2005, we declared a dividend of $0.03125 per common share, resulting in an aggregate annual dividend of
$0.125 per common share, totaling $8.3 million. The dividends were paid on March 31, 2005, June 30, 2005,
September 30, 2005 and December 31, 2005.

While it is the intention of our Board of Directors to declare quarterly cash dividends, the declaration and
payment of future dividends, if any, by us will be at the discretion of our Board of Directors and will depend on,
among other things, our financial condition, general business conditions and legal restrictions regarding the
payment of dividends by us, and other factors. On February 22, 2007, our Board of Directors announced that it
had increased our quarterly dividend to $0.0625 per common share, double its previous level, and declared a
dividend payable on March 30, 2007 to common shareholders of record at the close of business on March 16,
2007. The payment of dividends by us is subject to limitations imposed by laws in Connecticut, Delaware, New
York and the United Kingdom. For a detailed description of these limitations, see Part [, Item 1 — “Business —
Regulatory Matters — Regulation of Insurers and Reinsurers — Dividends.”

Issuer Purchases of Equity Securities

The following table sets forth purchases made by us of our common shares during the three months ended
December 31, 2006. We make open market repurchases of our common shares, from time to time as necessary, to
support the grant of restricted shares and the exercise of stock options. Our stock incentive plans allow for the
issuance of grants and exercises through newly issued shares, treasury stock, or a combination thereof. As of
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December 31, 2006, we had 77,668 common shares held in treasury to support such grants and exercises. We do
not have a publicly announced repurchase plan for our common shares at this time.

Total Number
of Shares Maximum
Purchased as Number of Shares
Part of Publicly that may yet be

Total Number Average Price Announced Purchased Under
of Shares Paid Per Plans or the Plans or
Period Parchased Share Programs Progranis
October 1 — October 31, 2006. ., ... .. — $ — —— —
November | — November 30, 2006 . . . — — — —
December | — December 31, 2006 . . . 50,000 37.25 — —
Total ......... ... ... ... . . . ... 50,000 $37.25 — —

In June 2002, we issued $110.0 million aggregate principal amount of 4.375% convertible senior debentures
due 2022 (“Convertible Notes™). On August 14, 2006, in accordance with the terms of the indenture under which
the Convertible Notes were issued, the Convertible Notes became convertible, at the option of the holders, into
shares of our common stock at a fixed rate of 46.9925 shares per $1,000 principal amount of Convertible Notes,
which represents a conversion price of $21.28 per share. The convertibility trigger was met as a result of our
common shares trading at or above $25.54 per share for a specified period of time. Pursuant to the terms of the
indenture, we are permitted to satisfy our conversion obligations in stock or in cash, or in a combination thereof.
To date, we have elected to satisfy all conversion obligations with common shares, and therefore, as of
December 31, 2006, we had issued a total of 1,838.151 common shares to satisfy conversions up to that date.
During February 2007, we issued 46,992 common shares related to $1.0 million principal amount of Convertible
Notes subject to a notice of conversion received in December 2006. Subsequent to December 31, 2006, we have
not received any conversion notices refated to the remaining $22.5 million principal value of Convertible Notes,
which could be converted into cash or 1.1 million shares of our common stock, or a combination of cash and
stock, at our election. In February 2007, the Company announced that the Convertible Notes will continue to be
convertible during the period from February 14, 2007 through May 13, 2007. For more information regarding the
Convertible Notes, see Note 13 to the consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K.

Item 6. Selected Financial Data

The following selected financial data should be read in conjunction with “Management’s Discussion and
Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations™ and the consolidated financial statements and notes
thereto that are included in this Form 10-K. Financial information in the table reflects the results of operations
and financial position of QdysseyRe.

We encourage you to read the consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K because they
contain our complete consolidated financial statements for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004
The results of operations for the year ended December 31, 2006 are not necessarily indicative of future results.

Years Ended December 31,
2006 2005 2004 2003 2002
{In thousands, except per share data)

GAAP Consolidated Statements
of Operations Data:

Gross premiums written . . . ., .. $ 2335742 $ 2626920 $ 2650775 $ 2,552,340  $ 1,894,530

Net premiums written . .. ... ... 2,160,935 2,301,669 2,361,805 2,156,079 1,643,661

Net premiums earned .. .. ... .. $ 2,225,826 % 2,276,820 $ 2,333,511  $ 1,971,924 $ 1,446,277

Net investment income . .. ... .. 487,119 220,092 164,248 134,808 123,995

Net realized investment gains. . . 189,129 59.866 122,024 223,537 134,708

Total revenues .. ....... .. .. 2,902,074 2,556,778 2,619,783 2,330,269 1,704,980
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Years Ended December 3i,
2006 2005 2004 2003 2002
(In thousands, except per share data)

Losses and loss adjustment

EXPERses. .. ... ... ... ..., 1,484,197 2.061.611 1.631.106 1.336.047 1,006,704
Acquisition costs. ... ......... 464,148 470,152 515,856 476,520 365.025
Other underwriting expenses . . . 153,476 146,030 120,765 101,308 70.269
Other expense. net ........... 21,120 27,014 17.153 7,556 4,985
Interest expense. .......... ... 37.515 29,99] 25.609 12,656 8,689
Loss on early extinguishment of

debt ... ... .. L 2,403 3,822 — — —

Total expenses .. ........... 2,162,859 2,738,620 2,310,489 1.934.087 1,455,672

Income (loss) before income
taxes and cumulative effect of
a change in accounting

principle.......... ... ... 739,215 (181.,842) 309,294 396.182 249,308
Federal and foreign income tax
provision (benefit) ..., ... ... 231,309 (66,120) 104,093 136,900 83,878

Income (loss) before cumulative
effect of a change in

accounting principle . ... ... . 507,906 (115,722) 205,201 259,282 165,430
Cumulative effect of a change in

accounting principle ... ... .. — — — — 48,332
Net income (loss) .. .......... 507.906 (115.722) 205.201 259,282 213,762
Preferred dividends . .. .. ... ... (8.257) (1.944) — — —
Net income (loss) available to

common shareholders . .. .. .. $ 499649 $§ (117.666) $ 205.201 $ 259282 § 213,762
BASIC

Weighted average common

shares outstanding .. ... ..., 68,975,743 65,058,327 64,361,535 64.736,830 64,744,067

Basic earnings (loss) per
common share, before
cumulative effect of a change

in accounting principle . . .. . . b 724 % (1.81) §% 319 % 401 3 2.55
Cumulative effect of a change in

accounting principle .. ..., .. — — — — 0.75
Basic earnings (loss) per

common share .. ... ... . .. $ 724 8 {L.8) 3% 319 % 401 % 3.30
DILUTED

Weighted average common

shares outstanding . . .. ... ... 72,299,050 65,058,327 69.993.136 70,279 467 67.919,664

Diluted eamings (loss) per
common share, before
cumulative effect of a change

in accounting principle . ... . . 5 693 § (1.81) $ 298 8§ 373 % 2.46
Cumulative effect of a change in
accounting principle .. ... ... — — — — .71

Diluted earnings (loss) per
common share(1)(2) ...... .. $ 693 § (i.81) % 298 § 373 % 3.17
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Years Ended December 31,
2006 2005 2004 2003 2002
(In thousands, except per share data)

GAAP Underwriting Ratios:
Losses and loss adjustment

expense ratio . ............. 66.7% 90.5% 69.9% 67.8% 69.6%
Underwriting expense ratio . ... 27.7 27.1 27.3 29.3 30.1
Combined ratio . ............. 94.4% 117.6% 97.2% 97.1% 99.7%

GAAP Consolidated Balance
Sheet Data;

Total investments and cash. . ... $ 7,066,088 $ 5970,319 § 5,124,683 $ 4,255,062 $ 3,101,711
Total assets ................. 8,953,712 8,646,612 7,555,693 6,454,919 5,316,008
Unpaid losses and loss

adjustment expenses ........ 5,142,159 5,117,708 4,224,624 3,399,535 2,871,552
Debt obligations ............. 512,504 469,155 376,040 376,892 206,340
Total shareholders’ equity .. ... 2,083,579 1,639,455 1,568,236 1,356,271 1,027,001
Book value per common

share(3) () ................ 3 2792 % 2231 % 2422 % 2087 % 15.80
Dividends per common share(4) 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.11 0.10

(1) The Emerging Issues Task Force (“EITF”) Issue 4-08 “The Effect of Contingently Convertible Instruments
on Diluted Earnings Per Share,” which is effective for periods ending after December 15, 2004, reguires that
the dilutive effect of contingently convertible debt securities, with a market price threshold, should be
included in diluted earnings per share. The terms of our convertible senior debentures, which were issued in
June 2002, (see Note 13 to our consolidated financial statements) meet the criteria defined in EITF
Issue 4-08, and accordingly, the effect of conversion of our convertible senior debentures to common shares
has been assumed when calculating our diluted earnings per share for all years. See Notes 3(1) and 6 to our
consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K.

(2) Inclusion of restricted common shares, stock options and the effect of the conversion of our convertible debt
to common shares would have an antidilutive effect on the 2005 diluted earnings per common share (i.e., the
diluted earnings per common share would be greater than the basic earnings per common share).
Accordingly, such common shares were excluded from the calculations of the 2005 diluted earnings per
common share. See Notes 3(1} and 6 to our consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K.

(3) Book value per common share, a financial measure often used by investors, is calculated using common
shareholders’ equity, a non-GAAP financial measure, which represents total shareholders’ equity, a GAAP
financial measure, reduced by the equity attributable to our preferred stock, which was issued during 2005.
The common shareholders’ equity is divided by our common shares outstanding at each respective year end
to derive book value per common share as reflected in the following table (in millions, except share amounts).

At December 31,

2006 2005 2004 2003 2002
Total shareholders’ equity .......... $ 20836 % 16395 § 15682 $ 1,3563 $ 10270
Less: equity related to preferred stock 97.5 97.5 — — —
Total common shareholders’ equity ... $ 19861 $§ 15420 $ 15682 $ 13563 § 1,027.0
Common shares outstanding......... 71,140,948 69,127,532 64,754,978 64,996,166 65,003,963
Book value per common share. . ..... $ 2792 % 2231 §% 2422 % 2087 $ 15.80

(4) Based on our common shares outstanding of: 71,140,948 as of December 31, 2006; 69,127,532 as of
December 31, 2003; 64,754,978 as of December 31, 2004; 64,996,166 as of December 31, 2003: and
65,003,963 as of December 31, 2002.
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Item 7. Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations

Overview

Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. is a holding company, incorporated in the state of Delaware, which owns all of
the common shares of Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation, its principal operating subsidiary. Odyssey
America directly or indirectly owns all of the capital stock of the following companies: Clearwater Insurance
Company; Clearwater Select Insurance Company; Odyssey UK Holdings Corporation; Newline Underwriting
Management Lid., which owns and manages Newline Syndicate 1218, a member of Lloyd’s of London; Newline
Insurance Company Limited; Hudson Insurance Company; Hudson Specialty Insurance Company; and Napa
River Insurance Services, Inc.

We are a leading United States based underwriter of reinsurance, providing a full range of property and
casualty products on a worldwide basis. We offer a broad range of both treaty and facultative reinsurance to
property and casualty insurers and reinsurers. We also write insurance in the United States and through the
Lloyd's marketplace.

Our gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006 were $2,335.7 million, a decrease of
$291.2 million, or 11.1%, compared to gross premiurns written for the vear ended December 31, 2005 of
$2,626.9 million. Gross premiums written included reinstatement premiums related to catastrophe events of
$5.4 million and $70.4 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Qur business
outside of the United States accounted for 45.8% of our gross premiums written for the year ended December 31,
2006, compared to 44.8% for the year ended December 31, 2005. For the years ended December 31, 2006 and
2005, our net premiums written were $2,160.9 million and $2,301.7 million, respectively. For the year ended
December 31, 2006, we had net income available to common shareholders of $499.6 million and for the year
ended December 31, 2005, we had a net loss available to common shareholders of $117.7 million. As of
December 31, 2006, we had total assets of $8.9 billion and total shareholders’ equity of $2.1 billion.

The property and casualty reinsurance and insurance industries use the combined ratio as a measure of
underwriting profitability. The GAAP combined ratio is the sum of losses and loss adjustment expenses ( “LAE™)
incurred as a percentage of net premiums earned, plus underwriting expenses, which include acquisition costs and
other underwriting expenses, as a percentage of net premiums earned. The combined ratio reflects only
underwriting results, and does not include investment results. Underwriting profitability is subject to significant
fluctuations due to catastrophic events, competition, economic and social conditions, foreign currency fluctua-
tions and other factors. Our combined ratio was 94.4% for the year ended December 31, 2006. compared to
117.6% for the year ended December 31, 2005.

We are exposed to losses arising from a variety of catastrophic events, such as hurricanes, windstorms and
floods. The loss estimates for these events represent our best estimates based on the most recent information
available. We use various approaches in estimating our losses, including a detailed review of exposed contracts
and information from ceding companies. As additional information becomes available, including information
from ceding companies, actual losses may exceed our estimated losses, potentially resulting in adverse effects 1o
our financial results. The extraordinary nature of these losses, including potential legal and regulatory
implications, creates substantial uncertainty and complexity in estimating these losses. Considerable time may
elapse before the adequacy of our estimates can be determined. For the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005
and 2004, current year catastrophe events were $34.9 million, $537.9 million and $138.8 million, respectively.

For the year ended December 31, 2005, the total current year catastrophe losses of $537.9 million include
net losses and LAE of $445.9 million, which is after reinsurance of $241.1 million, related to Hurricanes Katrina.
Rita and Wilma, which occurred during the third and fourth quarters of 2005. In addition to the net losses and
LAE, we assumed $9.9 million in net reinstatement premiums received, resulting in an underwriting loss of
$436.0 million related to these three hurricanes. In addition, for the year ended December 3 1, 2005, we incurred
losses of $25.6 million related 10 Windstorm Erwin. For the year ended December 31, 2006, the loss estimates for
Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma were increased by $49.4 million (11.1% of 2005 estimate) attributabie to
unexpected loss emergence on marine and Florida proportional property accounts. This increase was partially
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offset by reduced loss estimates on other prior period property catastrophes due to favorable emergence during
the year.

For the year ended December 31, 2004, the total current year catastrophe losses of $138.8 million include
net losses and LAE of $93.4 million, which is after reinsurance of $77.8 million, related to Hurricanes Charley,
Frances, Ivan and Jeanne (the ‘2004 Florida Hurricanes”). In addition to the net losses and LAE, we ceded
$4.0 million in net reinstatement premiums paid, resulting in an underwriting loss of $97.4 million from these
storms. As a result of the uncertainty and complexity in estimating losses from the 2004 Florida Hurricanes, we
incurred additional underwriting losses of $3.1 million and $12.6 million, net of applicable reinstatement
premiums, for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2003, respectively.

We operate our business through four divisions: the Americas, EuroAsia, London Market and
U.S. Insurance.

The Americas division is our largest division and writes casualty, surety and property treaty reinsurance, and
facultative casualty reinsurance, in the United States and Canada, and primarily treaty and facultative property
reinsurance in Central and South America.

The EuroAsia division consists of our international reinsurance business, which is geographically dispersed,
mainly throughout the European Union, followed by Japan, Eastern Europe, the Pacific Rim, and the Middle East.

The London Market division is comprised of our Lloyd’s of London business, in which we participate
through our 100% ownership of Newline, our London branch office and our recently formed London-based
casualty insurer Newline Insurance Company Limited, The London Market division writes insurance and
reinsurance business worldwide, principally through brokers,

The U.S. Insurance division writes specialty insurance lines and classes of business, such as medlcal
malpractice, professional liability and non-standard personal auto.

Restatement of Consolidated Financial Statements

On March 31, 2006, we restated our consolidated financial statements as of and for the years ended
December 31, 2000 through 2004, as well as our unaudited financial information as of and for the nine months
ended September 30, 2003, to correct for accounting errors associated with certain reinsurance contracts entered
into by us between 1998 and 2004, On August 28, 2006, we restated our unaudited financial information as of
March 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005 and for the three months ended March 31, 2006 and 2005, to correct for
accounting errors associated with certain investments held by us, and on October 16, 2006 we filed an Annual
Report on Form 10-K/A to reflect the impact of this restatement on our consolidated financial statements as of
and for the years ended December 31, 2001 through 2005, The total cumulative impact of these restatements
through December 31, 2005 was 1o decrease shareholders’ equity by $19.6 million, after tax. The aggregate net
effect of the restatements for the year ended December 31, 2005 was to increase net loss available to common
shareholders by $17.3 million, and for the year ended December 31, 2004 was to increase net income available to
common shareholders by $18.3 million. The effects of the restatements are reflected in this Management’s
Discussion and Analysis and our consolidated financial statements and accompanying notes included in this
Form 10-K.

Critical Accounting Estimates

The consolidated financial statements and related notes included in Item 8 of this Form 10-K, have been
prepared in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States (“GAAP”) and
include the accounts of Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and its subsidiaries. For a discussion of our significant
accounting policies, see Note 3 to our consolidated financial statements.

Critical accounting estimates are defined as those that are both important to the portrayal of our financial
condition and results of operations and require us 1o exercise significant judgment. The preparation of
consolidated financial statements in accordance with GAAP requires us to make estimates and assumptions that
affect the reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses and the disclosure of material contingent

54




assets and liabilities, including litigation contingencies. These estimates, by necessity, are based on assumptions
about numerous factors.

We review our critical accounting estimates and assumptions quarterly. These reviews include the estimate
of reinsurance premiums and premium related amounts, establishing deferred acquisition costs, an evaluation of
the adequacy of reserves for unpaid losses and LAE, review of our reinsurance and retrocession agreements, in
analysis of the recoverability of deferred income tax assets and an evaluation of the investment portfolio for
other-than-temporary declines in estimated fair value. Actual results may differ materially from the estimates and
assumptions used in preparing the consolidated financial statements.

Premium Estimates

We derive our revenues from two principal sources: (i) premiums from insurance placed and reinsurance
assumed, net of premiums ceded (net premtums written); and (ii) income from investments. Net premiums
written are earned (net premiums earned} as revenue over the terms of the underlying contracts or certificates in
force. The relationship between net premiums written and net premiums earned will, therefore, vary depending
on the volume and inception dates of the business assumed and ceded and the mix of such business between
proporticnal and excess of loss reinsurance.

Consistent with our significant accounting policies, for our reinsurance business we utilize estimates in
establishing premiums written, the cotresponding acquisition expenses and unearned premium reserves, These
estimates are required to reflect differences in the timing of the receipt of accounts from the ceding company and
the actual due dates of the accounts at the close of each accounting period.
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The following table displays, by division, the estimates included in our consolidated financial statements as
of and for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 related to gross premiums written, acquisition
costs, premiums receivable and unearned premium reserves (in millions):

Change For the Year Ended
As of December 31, December 31,

Division 2006 2005 2004 2006 2005 2004

Gross Premiums Written

AMECAS . .\ iie e iiinar e eeens $218.5 $2789 $2741 $ (604) 548 % 34
BuroAsia . ... 132.1 122.9 115.6 9.2 7.3 396
London Market . .................... 38.5 73.0 61.2 (345) 118 5.6
Total .o $389.1 $474.8 $4509 $ (85.7) $239 $48.6

Acquisition Costs

AMEICAS . .o v v ceai v nnnns $ 494 $600 $682 S (106) $(82) 3(28.1)
BuroAsia.......c.ooivvienna ot 40.6 36.5 34.5 4.1 20 10.9
London Market . ... ............. ... 3.0 6.6 8.9 (3.6 (2.3 4.0)
Total . ovvrer i $93.0 $103.1 $111.6 $ (10.) $(8.5) S(21.2)

Premiums Receivable

AMELICAS . . vv vt e a s $169.1 $2189 $2059 $ (49.8) $130 $1L5
EuroAsia............oonmniiiiannns 91.5 86.4 81.1 3.1 5.3 28.7
London Market..................... 35.5 66.4 52.3 (30.9) _i4.1 6.7
Total ... $206.1 $371.7 $3393 § (75.6) $324 $469

Unearned Premium Reserves

AMELICAS . .o\ v et ia e $139.1  $1724 $1627 $(333) $97 $ (49
EuroAsia ........ ..o 100.8 96.6 97.3 42 0.7) 41.6
London Market .. ................... 13.1 22.2 13.6 9.1} 8.6 (5.3)
Total .ot $253.0 $291.2 $273.6 $ (38.2) §$176 $3l4

Gross premiums writlen estimates, acquisition costs, premiums receivable and unearned premium reserves
are established on a contract level for significant accounts due but not reported by the ceding company at the end
of each accounting period. The estimated ultimate premiuvm for the contract, actual accounts reported by the
ceding company, and our own experience on the contract are considered in establishing the estimate at the end of
each accounting period. Subsequent adjustments, based on actual results, are recorded in the period in which they
become known. The estimated premiums receivable balances are considered fully collectible. The estimates
primarily represent the most current {wo underwriting years of account for which all corresponding reported
accounts have been settled within contract terms. The estimates are considered “critical accounting estimates”
because changes in these estimates can materially affect net income.

The difference between estimates and the actual accounts received may be material as a result of different
reporting practices by ceding companies across geographic locations. Estimates may be subject to material
fluctuations on an individual contract level compared to the actual information received, and any differences are
recorded in the respective financial period in which they become known. Since the assumptions used to determine
the estimates are reviewed quarterly and compared to the information received during the quarter, the variance in
the aggregate estimates compared to the actual information when received is minimized. In addition, during the
quarter’s review of these contracts, any change in original estimate compared to the new estimate is reflected in
the appropriate financial period.




In any specific financial period, the original estimated premium for a specific contract may vary from actual
premium reported through the life of the contract by up to 10% 1o 15% due 1o the reporting patterns of the ceding
companies and, in some cases, movements in foreign exchange rates over the period. However, historically, the
final reported premium compared to the original estimated premium has deviated by smaller amounts.

Our estimates are based on contract and policy terms. Estimates are based on information typically received
in the form of a bordereau, broker notifications and/or discussions with ceding companies. These estimates, by
necessity, are based on assumptions regarding numerous factors. These can include premium or loss trends,
which can be influenced by local conditions in a particular region, or other economic factors and iegal or
legislative developments which can develop over time. The risk associated with estimating the performance under
our contracts with our ceding companies is the impact of events or trends that could not have been reasonably
anticipated at the time the estimates were performed. Our business is diversified across ceding companies and
there is no individual ceding company which represents more than 2.4% of our gross premiums written in 2006.
As a result, we believe the risks of material changes over time are mitigated.

We review information received from ceding companies for reasonableness based on past experience with
the particular ceding company or our general experience across the subject class of business. We also query
information provided by ceding companies for reasonableness. Reinsurance contracts under which we assume
business generally contain specific provisions which allow us to perform audits of the ceding company to ensure
compliance with the terms and conditions of the contract, including accurate and timely reporting of information.

Management must make judgments about the ultimate premiums written and earned by us. Reported
premiums written and earned are based upon reports received from ceding companies, supplemented by our
internal estimates of premiums written for which ceding company reports have not been received, We establish
our own estimates based on discussions and correspondence with our ceding companies and brokers during the
contract negotiation process and over the contract risk period. The determination of premium estimates requires a
review of our experience with the ceding companies, familiarity with each market, an analysis and understanding
of the characteristics of each line of business and the ability 10 project the impact of current economic indicators
on the volume of business written and ceded by our cedants. Premium estimates are updated when new
information is received. Differences between such estimates and actual amounts are recorded in the period in
which estimates are changed or the actual amounts are determined.

Deferred Acquisition Costs

Acquisition costs consist of commissions and brokerage expenses incurred on insurance and reinsurance
business written. These costs arc deferred and amortized over the period in which the related premiums are
eamed, which is generally one year. Deferred acquisition costs are limited to their estimated realizable value
based on the related unearned premiums, which considers anticipated losses and LAE and estimated remaining
costs of servicing the business, all based on our historical experience. The realizable value of our deferred
acquisition costs is determined without consideration of investment income. The estimates are continually
reviewed by us and any adjustments are made in the accounting period in which an adjustment is considered
necessary.

Reserves for Unpaid Losses and Loss Adjustment Expenses

Our losses and LAE reserves, for both reported and unreported claims obligations, are maintained to cover
the estimated ultimate liability for all of our insurance and reinsurance obligations. Losses and LAE reserves are
categorized in one of three ways: (i) case reserves, which represent unpaid losses and LAE as reported by cedants
to us, (ii) additional case reserves ("ACRs”), which are reserves we establish in excess of the case reserves
reported by the cedant on individual claim events, and (iii) incurred but not reported reserves (“IBNR”), which
are reserves for losses and LAE that have been incurred, but have not yet been reported to us, as well as
additional amounts relating to losses already reported, that are in excess of case and ACR reserves. Incurred but
not reported reserves are estimates based on all information currently available to us and are reevaluated quarterly
utilizing the most recent information supplied from our cedants.
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We rely on initial and subsequent claims reports received from ceding companies to establish our estimates
of losses and LAE. The types of information that we receive from ceding companies generaily vary by the type of
contract. Proportional, or quota share, contracts are typically reported on a quarterly basis, providing premium
and loss activity as estimated by the ceding company. Reporting for excess of loss and facultative contracts
includes detailed individual claim information, including a description of the loss, confirmation of liability by the
cedant and the cedant’s current estimate of the ultimate liability under the ciaim. Upon receipt of claim notices
from cedants. we review the nature of the claim against the scope of coverage provided under the contract.
Questions arise from time to time regarding the interpretation of the characteristics of a particular claim measured
against the scope of contract terms and conditions. Reinsurance contracts under which we assume business
generally contain specific dispute resolution provisions in the event that there is a coverage dispute with the
ceding company. The resolution of any individual dispute may impact estimates of ultimate claims liabilities.
Reported claims are in various stages of the settlement process. Each claim is settled individually based on its
merits, and certain claims may take several years to ultimately settle. particularly where legal action is involved.
Based on an assessment of the circumstances supporting the claim, we may choose to establish additional case
reserves over the amount reported by the ceding company. Aggregate case Ieserves established in addition to
reserves reported by ceding companies were $17.2 million and $17.3 million as of December 31. 2006 and
December 31. 2005, respectively. Due to potential differences in ceding company reserving and reporting
practices, we perform periodic audits of our ceding companies to ensure the underwriting and claims procedures
of the cedant are consistent with representations made by the cedant during the underwriting process and meet the
terms of the reinsurance contract. Qur estimates of ulimate loss liabilities make appropriate adjustment for
inconsistencies uncovered in this audit process. We also monitor our internal processes to ensure that information
received from ceding companies is processed in a timely manner.

The reserve methodologies employed by us are dependent on the nature and quality of the data that we
collect from ceding companies. This data primarily consists of loss amounts reported by the ceding companies,
Joss payments made by ceding companies, and premiums written and carned reported by the ceding companies or
estimated by us. Underwriting and claim information provided by our ceding companies is aggregated by the year
in which each treaty is written into groups of business by geographic region and type of business to facilitate
analysis, generally referred to as “reserve celis.” These reserve cells are reviewed annually and change over time
as our business mix changes. We supplement this information with claims and underwriting audits of specific
contracts, internally developed pricing trends, as well as loss trend data developed from industry sources. This
information is used to develop point estimates of carried reserves for each business segment. These individual
point estimates, when aggregated. represent the total carried losses and LAE reserves carried in our consolidated
financial statements. Due to the uncertainty involving estimates of ultimate loss exposures, we do not attempt o
produce a range around our point estimate of loss. The actuarial techniques for projecting losses and LAE
reserves by reserve cell rely on historical paid and case reserve loss emergence patlerns and insurance and
reinsurance pricing trends to establish the claims emergence of future periods with respect to all reported and
unreported insured events that have occurred on or before the balance sheet date.

Our estimate of ultimate loss is determined based on a review of the results of several commonly accepted
actuarial projection methodologies incorporating the quantitative and qualitative information described above.
The specific methodologies we utilize in our loss reserve review process include. but may not be limited to
(i) incurred and paid loss development methods. (ii) incurred and paid Bornhuetter Ferguson (“BF") methods and
(iii) loss ratio methods. The incurred and paid loss development methods utilize loss development patterns
derived from historical loss emergence trends usually based on cedant supplied claim information to determine
ultimate loss. These methods assume that the ratio of losses in one period to losses in an earlier period will
remain constant in the future. Loss ratio methods multiply expected loss ratios, derived from aggregated analyses
of internally developed pricing trends, by premium to determine ultimate loss. The incurred and paid BF methods
are a blend of the loss development and loss ratio methods. These methods utilize both loss development patterns,
as well as expected loss ratios, to determine ultimate loss. When using the BF methods, the initial treaty year
ultimate loss is based predominantly on expected loss ratios. As loss experience matures, the estimate of ultimate
loss using this methodology is based predominantly on loss development patierns. We generally do not utilize
methodologies that are dependent on claim counts reported, claim counts settied or claim counts apen. Due to the
nature of our business, this information is not routinely provided by the ceding company for every treaty.
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Consequently, actuarial methods utilizing this information generally cannot be relied upon by us in our loss
reserve estimation process. As a result, for much or our business, the separate analysis of frequency and severity
loss activity underlying overall loss emergence trends is not practical. Generally, we rely on BF and loss ratio
methods for estimating uliimate loss liabilities for more recent treaty years. These methodologies, at least in part,
apply a loss ratio, determined from aggregated analysis of internally developed pricing trends across reserve cells,
to premium eamed on that business. Adjustment to premium estimates generate appropriate adjustments to
ultimate loss estimates in the quarter in which they occur using the BF and loss ratio methods. To estimate losses
for more mature treaty years, we generally rely on the incurred loss development methodology, which does not
rely on premium estimates. In addition, we may use other methods to estimate liabilities for specific types of
claims, For property catastrophe losses, we may utilize vendor catastrophe models to estimate ultimate loss soon
after a loss occurs, where loss information is not yet reported to us from cedants. The provision for asbestos loss
liabilities is established based on an annual review of internal and external trends in reported loss and claim
payments. IBNR is determined by subtracting the total of paid loss and case reserves including ACRs from
ultimate loss.

We complete comprehensive reserve reviews, which include a reassessment of loss development and
expected loss ratio assumptions, on an annual basis. The results of these reviews are reflected in the period they
are completed. Quarterly, we compare actual loss emergence to expectations established by the comprehensive
loss reserve review process. In the event that loss trends diverge from expected trends, we may have to adjust our
reserves for losses and LAE accordingly. Any adjustments will be refiected in the periods in which they become
known, potentially resulting in adverse effects to our financial results. We believe that the recorded estimates
represent the best estimate of unpaid losses and LAE based on the information available at December 31, 2006.

Our most significant assumptions underlying our estimate of losses and LAE reserves are as follows: (i) that
historical loss emergence trends are indicative of future loss development trends; (i) that internally developed
pricing trends provide a reasonable basis for determining loss ratio expectations for recent underwriting years;
and (iii) that no provision is made for extraordinary future emergence of new classes of loss or types of loss that
are not sufficiently represented in our historical database or that are not yet quantifiable if not in our database.

We reported net adverse development for prior years of $139.9 million, $172.7 million, and $190.0 million
for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004, respectively. The increases in prior year loss estimates
for these periods were due to a reevaluation of loss reserve assumptions principally related to United States
casualty business written in 2001 and prior, Qur actual loss emergence reported in 2006, 2005, and 2004 for
United States casualty business written prior to 2002 was considerably greater than expectations, which were
based on historical loss emergence information available prior to 2006, 2005, and 2004, respectively. Upon
consideration of this new loss emergence information received during 2006, 2005, and 2004, we revised the loss
development assumptions used in our Untied States casualty business loss reserving analyses and increased
ultimate loss, which had the effect of increasing our loss reserves for this business.

The ultimate settlement value of loss and LAE related to business written in prior periods, for the years
ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004, exceeded our estimates of reserves for losses and LAE as previously
established at December 31, 2005, 2004, and 2003 by 3.6%, 5.4%, and 8.0%, respectively. Any future impact to
income of changes in losses and LAE estimates may vary considerably from historical experience. Our estimates
of ultimate loss exposures are based upon the information we have available at any give point in time and our
assumptions based upon that information. Every 1% point difference in the ultimate settlement value of loss
exposures compared to our estimate of reserves for losses and loss adjustment expenses as of December 31, 2006
will impact pre-tax income by $44.0 million.
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If a change were to occur in the frequency and severity of claims underlying our December 31, 2006 unpaid
Josses and loss adjustment expenses, the approximate change in pre-tax income would be as follows {in millions):

Decrease in
Pre-tax

_Income
2.50% unfavorable Change ... ... ...t $110.1
5.00% unfavorable change .. . ... oo i 220.2
7.50% unfavorable Change . ... ... it 330.2

Historically, our actual results have varied considerably in certain instances from our estimates of losses and
LAE because historical loss emergence trends have not been indicative of future emergence for certain segments
of our business. In recent years, we experienced loss emergence, resulting from a combination of higher claim
frequency and severity as reported by our cedants, greater than expectations that were established based on a
review of prior years' loss emergence trends, particularly for business written in the period 1997 through 2001
General liability and excess workers’ compensation classes of business during these years were adversely
impacted by the highly competitive conditions in the industry at that time. These competitive conditions resulted
in price pressure and relatively broader coverage terms, thereby affecting the ability of standard actuarial
techniques to generate reliable estimates of ultimate loss. Similarly, directors’ and officers’ professional liability
lines were impacted by the increase in frequency and severity of claims resulting from an increase in shareholder
lawsuits against corporations and their officers and directors, corporate bankruptcies and other financial and
management improprieties in the 1990s through early 2000s.

The following table provides detail on net adverse (favorable) loss and LAE development for prior years, by
division, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004 (in millions):

2006 2005 2004
ATTIETICAS « + v v e v v e e e e e me e $242.7  $2132 518438
BUTOASIA -« o o e et e ettt e et e e (9.0) (8.7) 6.6
London Market. . .. oo v e i i e e (24.8) (22.8) 0.2)
U.S. INSUTATICE .+ v o ettt v e et ineaan e aa e (39.0) (9.0) (1.2)
Total loss and LAE development .. ............ocuviiairviines $139.9 $172.7 $190.0

The Americas division reported net adverse loss development for prior years of $212.7 million,
$213.2 million, and $184.8 miilion for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004, respectively. For the
year ended December 31, 2006, the increase in prior year loss estimates includes a $43.0 million increase in loss
estimates for property catastrophes, principally due to unexpected marine loss emergence on Hurricane Rita and
the triggering of industry loss warranty contracts written by us for Hurricane Wilma due to unexpected
deterioration in industry-wide Wilma loss estimates as well as unexpected loss emergence on Florida proportional
property contracts in the period. In addition, ashestos loss estimates were increased by $27.1 million resulting
from the annua! review of these liabilities. The remaining net adverse loss development on prior years of
$142.6 million is principally attributable to increased loss estimates due to loss emergence greater than
expectations in 2006 on U.S. casuvalty business written in 2001 and prior. Partially offsetting this increase is a
decline in loss estimates due to loss emergence less than expectations for United States casualty business in more
recent years, For the year ended December 31, 2005, the increase in prior year loss estimates includes a
$5.9 million increase in the loss estimates for prior period catastrophe losses due to greater than expected loss
emergence on the 2004 Florida Hurricanes, and $41.2 million for increased asbestos loss estimates resulting from
the annual review of these liabilities. The remaining net adverse loss development on prior years of $166.1 mil-
lion is principally attributable to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2005 on U.S. casualty business
written in 2001 and prior, partially offset by a decline in loss estimates for United States casualty business in
more recent years due to loss emergence less than expectations in the period. For the year ended December 31,
2004, the increase in prior year loss estimates includes a $5.7 million increase in loss estimates for prior period
catastrophe losses due to greater than expected loss emergence in 2004 on the Mexico floods which occurred in
2003, and $30.0 million for increased asbestos loss estimates resulting from the annual review of these liabilities.
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The remaining net adverse loss development on prior years of $149.1 million is principally attributable to loss
emergence greater than expectations in 2004 on U.S. casuaity business written in 2001 and prior, partially offsel
by u decling in loss estimates for United States casualty business in more recent years due to emergence less than
expectations in the period. The difficulty in anticipating the ultimate losses attributable to U.S. casualty business
is due to calendar period emergence exceeding expectations that were established based on information available
in prior years. This includes estimating the cost of known claims and, more importantly, estimating the cost of
claims where no reports have yet been made. In addition, the ability to anticipate the ultimate value of losses is
made difficult by the long period of time that elapses before an actval loss is known and determinable,
particularly for professional liability lines where claims are often litigated to achieve settlement. In particular,
competitive market conditions during the 1997 1o 2001 period have resulted in unexpectedly prolonged
emergence patterns as a result of: (i) an increasing level of deductibles, (ii) expanded coverage, (iii) expanded
policy terms and (iv) a proliferation of corporate improprieties and bankruptcies. Losses attributable to general
liability and excess workers’ compensation classes of business during the 1997 to 2001 period have also
demonstrated a higher incidence of severity due to relatively broad coverage available under policy forms used
during these periods, These factors have adversely impacted our ability to estimate losses and LAE in subsequent
periods attributable to business written during this period.

The EuroAsia division reported net favorable loss development for prior years of $9.0 million and
$8.7 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, and net adverse loss development of
$6.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. For the year ended December 3 1, 2006, the reduction in prior
year loss estimates is driven by favorable emergence on prior period catastrophe losses, marine and credit lines of
business in the period. For the year ended December 31, 2005, the reduction in prior year loss estimates is
principally attributable to favorable loss emergence on liability and bond exposures, partially offset by adverse
development on prior year catastrophes of $7.4 million predominantly attributable to unexpected claim
emergence in the period on Typhoon Songda and the Indonesian earthquake and resulting tsunami. For the year
ended December 31, 2004, the increase in prior year loss estimates is principally related to emergence exceeding
our expectations on bond exposures in 2004,

The London Market division reported net favorable development for prior years of $24.8 million,
$22.8 million, and $0.2 millicn for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004, respectively. For the
year ended December 31, 2006, the reduction in prior year loss estimates is principally related 1o favorable loss
emergence on satellite, accident and health, non-catastrophe property, and aviation exposures, partially offset by
$3.6 million of net adverse loss development on prior period catastrophe losses in 2006. For the year ended
December 31, 2005, the reduction in prior year loss estimates is principally due to favorable emergence on
aviation, satellite and non-catastrophe property exposures, partially offset by $1.7 million of net adverse loss
development on prior period catastrophe losses in the period.

The US. Insurance division reported net favorable development for prior years of $39.0 million,
$9.0 million, and $1.2 million for the years ended December 31, 2006. 2005. and 2004, respectively. For the year
ended December 31, 2006, the reduction in prior year loss estimates is principally related to favorable emergence
on medical malpractice business in 2006. For the year ended December 31, 2005, the reduction in prior year loss
estimates is principally related to loss emergence less than expectations for medical malpractice and general
liability exposures in the period.

Estimates of reserves for unpaid losses and LAE are contingent upon legislative, regulatory, soctal,
economic and legal events and trends that may or may not occur or develop in the future, thereby affecting
assumptions of claim frequency and severity, Examples of emerging claim and coverage issues and trends in
recent years that could affect reserve estimates include: (i) developments in tort liability law; (ii) legislative
attempts at asbestos liability reform; (iii) uncertainties regarding the future scope of the Terrorism Risk Insurance
Act of 2002; (iv) an increase in shareholder derivative suits against corporations and their officers and directors;
and (v) increasing governmental focus on, and involvement in. the insurance and reinsurance industry generally.
The eventual outcome of these events and trends may be different from the assumptions underlying our loss
reserve estimates. In the event that loss trends diverge from expected trends during the period, we adjust our
reserves to reflect the change in losses indicated by revised expected loss trends. On a quarterly basis, we
compare actual emergence of the total value of newly reported losses to the total value of losses expected to be
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reported during the period and the cumulative value since the date of our last reserve review. Variation in actual
loss emergence from expectations may result in a change in our estimate of losses and LAE reserves. Any
adjustments will be reflected in the periods in which they become known, potentially resulting in adverse effects
to our financial results. Changes in expected claim payment rates, which represent one component of losses and
LAE emergence, may impact our liquidity and capital resources, as discussed in “Liquidity and Capital
Resources.™

The following table summarizes, by type of reserve, the unpaid losses and LAE reserve as of December 3 1,
2006 and 2005. Case reserves represent unpaid claim reports provided by cedants to us plus additional reserves
determined by us. IBNR is the estimate of unreported loss liabilities established by us.

As of December 31,
2006 2005
Case Total Case Total
Reserves IBNR Reserves Reserves IBNR Reserves
{In millions)

Americas

Gross ... $1,661.5 $1,285.0 $2,946.5 $1,889.8 $1,245.2 $3,135.0

Ceded ...................... .. (292.1) (135.7) (427.8) (605.5) (187.0) {792.5)

Net ... o 1,369.4 1,149.3 2,518.7 1,284.3 1,058.2 2,342.5
EuwroAsia

Gross ... ... ... ... 3223 258.5 580.8 267.5 212.1 479.6

Ceded ........................ {3.4) (1.8) (5.2) (9.7) (5.3) (15.0)

Net ... . 318.9 256.7 575.6 257.8 206.8 464.6
London Market

Gross ... 395.2 649.8 1,045.0 345.6 664.3 1,009.9

Ceded ........................ (67.4) (69.5) {136.9) (112.8) (110.6) (223.4)

Net ... ... ... . . 327.8 580.3 908.1 232.8 553.7 786.5
U.S. Insurance

Gross ........... . ... . ... 160.6 409.2 569.8 121.6 371.6 4932

Ceded . .................... .. (48.2) {(120.9) {169.1) (49.6) (126.3) (175.9)

Net ..o 112.4 288.3 400.7 72.0 2453 317.3
Total

Gross ... . 2,539.6 2,602.5 5,142.1 2,624.5 2,493.2 5117.7

Ceded ........................ (411.1) (327.9) (739.0) (777.6) (429.2) (1,206.8)

Net ... .. .. .. ... $2,128.5 $2,2746  $4.403.1 $1.846.9 $2.064.0 $ 39109

Provision for IBNR in unpaid losses and LAE at December 31, 2006 is $2,274.6 million. For illustration
purposes, a change in the expected loss ratio expectations for recent treaty years that increases the year ended
December 31, 2006 calendar year loss ratio by 2.5 loss ratio points would increase IBNR by $55.6 million. A
change in loss emergence trends that increases unpaid losses and LAE at December 31, 2006 by 2.5% would
increase IBNR by $110.1 million.

We have exposure to asbestos, environmental pollution and other latent injury damage claims resulting from
policies written prior to 1986. Exposure arises from reinsurance contracts under which we assumed liabilities, on
an indemnity or assumption basis, from ceding companies, primarily in connection with general liability
insurance policies issued by such ceding companies, Our estimate of our ultimate liability for such exposures
includes case basis reserves and a provision for IBNR claims. The provision for ashestos loss liabilities is
established based on an annual review of Company and external trends in reported loss and claim payments.
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Estimation of ultimate asbestos and environmental liabilities is unusually difficult due to several significant
issues surrounding these exposures. Among the issues are: (i) the long period between exposure and manifesta-
tion of an injury: (i) difficulty in identifying the sources of asbestos or environmental contamination;
(iii) difficulty in allocating responsibility or liability for asbestos or environmental damage: (iv) difficulty
determining whether coverage exists; (v) changes in underlying laws and judicial interpretation of those laws: and
(vi) uncertainty regarding the identity and number of insureds with potential asbestos or environmental exposure.

Several additional factors have emerged in recent years regarding asbestos exposure that further compound
the difficulty in estimating ultimate losses for this exposure, These factors include: (i) continued growth in the
number of claims filed due to an increasingly aggressive plaintiffs’ bar; (ii) an increase in claims involving
defendants formerly regarded as peripheral; (iii) growth in the use of bankruptcy filings by companies as a result
of asbestos liabilities, which companies in some cases attempt to resolve asbestos liabilities in a manner that is
prejudicial 1o insurers: (iv) concentration of claims in states with laws or jury pools particularly favorable to
plaintiffs; and (v) the potential that states or the federal government may enact legislation on asbestos litigation
reform.

We believe that these uncertainties and factors make projections of these exposures, particularly asbestos,
subject to less predictability relative to non-environmental and non-asbestos exposures. Current estimates, as of
December 31, 2006, of our asbestos and environmental losses and LAE, net of reinsurance, are $189.0 million
and $26.7 million, respectively. See Note 10 to the consolidated financial statements for additional historical
information on losses and LLAE reserves for these exposures,

The following tables provide the historical gross and net asbestos and environmental losses and LAE
incurred for the years ending December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in millions).

2006 2005 2004

Asbestos

Gross losses and LAE incurred. .. ................ .. . ... ... ... . 3625 $54.2 %542
Net losses and LAE incurred ............ ... ... ... ... . ... ... 27.1 41.2 30.0
Environmental

Gross losses and LAE incurred . ... .............. .. ... ... . .. ... 3(06) $97 %238
Net losses and LAE incurred ... ... .. ... .. ... ... . ... . ... .. (2.2) (0.9) 21

The asbestos open claim count as of December 31, 2006 was 1.553. amounting to $228.5 million in gross
case losses and LAE reserves. The largest 10 reported claims account for 15.2% of the £ross case reserves, with
an average reserve of $3.5 million. The asbestos open claim count as of December 31. 2005 was 1,532,
amounting to $206.0 million in gross case losses and LAE reserves. The largest 10 reported claims account for
15.7% of the gross case reserves, with an average reserve of $3.2 million. Gross case reserves increased in 2006,
as newly reported claims and additional reported reserves on existing claims more than offset case reserve
reductions associated with claim payments in the year. Based on an aggregation of claims by insured, our 10
largest insured involvements account for 42.7% of our gross case reserves at December 31, 2006, compared to
47.8% at year end 2005. Based on our annual reserve study, we increased net asbestos loss reserves by
$27.1 million based on the observed trends in our internal loss data as well as external loss trends.

The environmental open claim count as of December 31, 2006 was 738, amounting to $28.9 million in gross
case losses and LAE reserves. The largest 10 reported claims account for 28.0% of the £ross case reserves, with
an average case reserve of 30.8 million. The environmental open claim count as of December 31, 2005 was 1,373,
amounting to $32.2 million in gross case losses and LAE reserves. The largest 10 reported claims account for
24.2% of the gross case reserves, with an average case reserve of $0.8 million. Overal £ross case reserves
decreased in 2006, as newly reported claims and additional reported reserves on existing claims were less than
claim payments in the year. The environmental open claim count decreased by 635, or 46%, during calendar year
2006 due to the closing of many small case reserved claims not expected to generate a payment based on the most
recent information available to us. Based on an aggregation of claims by insured, our 10 largest insured
involvements account for 45.7% of our gross case reserve as of December 31, 2006, compared to 45.1% as of
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December 31, 2005. Based on our annual reserve study, we decreased environmental net loss reserves by
$2.2 million based on the observed trends in our internal loss data.

The following table provides historical gross asbestos and environmental outstanding claim information for
the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 (in millions):

As of December 31,
2006 2005
Aggrepate % of Total Average Apgregate % of Total Average
Case Case Case Case Case Case
Count Reserves Reserves Reserves  Count Reserves Reserves Reserves
Asbestos
By Claim
Largest 10 open claims ... .. ... 10 $ 347 152% $3.5 10§ 323 15.7% $3.2
All other claims.............. 1,543 193.8 84.8 0.1 1,522 173.7 84.3 01
Total ... .. L 1,553 $228.5 100.0% $0.1 1,532 $206.0 100.0% 30.1
By Insured
Largest 10 insureds on open
claims.................... 10 5975 42.7% $9.8 10 $ 984 47.8% 598
All other insureds ............ 300 131.0 57.3 0.4 287 107.6 52.2 04
Towal ....................... 310 $228.5 100.0% $0.7 297 $206.0 100.0% $0.7
Environmental
By Claim
Largest 10 open claims . ... .... 10 % 81 28.0% $0.8 0 % 78 24.2% $0.8
All other claims............., 728 20.8 72.0 _0.0 1,363 24.4 75.8 00
Total ... .................... 738 $ 289 100.0% $0.0 1,373 $ 322 100.0% 30.0
By Insured
Largest 10 insureds on open
claims.................. .. 10 $ 132 45.7% $13 10 $ 145 45.1% $1.5
All other insureds ............ 375 15.7 543 _00 577 17.7 54.9 0.0
Total ......... ... .......... 385 $ 289 100.0% $0.1 587 $ 322 100.0% $0.0

In the event that loss trends diverge from expected trends, we may have to adjust our reserves for asbestos
and environmental exposures accordingly. Any adjustments will be reflected in the periods in which they become
known, potentially resulting in adverse effects on our financial resuits. Due fo the uncertainty invelving estimates
of ultimate asbestos and environmental exposures, management does not attempt to produce & range around its
best estimate of loss.

Reinsurance and Retrocessions

We purchase reinsurance to increase our aggregate premium capacity, to reduce and spread the risk of loss
on our insurance and reinsurance business and to limit our exposure to multiple claims arising from a single
occurrence. We are subject to accumulation risk with respect to catastrophic events involving multiple contracts.
To protect against this risk, we purchase catastrophe excess of loss reinsurance protection. The retention, the level
of capacity purchased, the geographical scope of the coverage and the costs vary from year to year. Specific
reinsurance protections are also placed to protect selected portions of our business outside of the United States.
Our catasirophe excess of loss reinsurance protection available for losses in the United States for 2005 was
exhausted by Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma during the year ended December 31, 2005.

We seek to limit the probable maximum loss to a specific level for severe catastrophic events, Currently, we
generally seek to limit the probable maximum loss, after tax, including the effect of reinsurance protection and
applicable reinstatement premiums, to a maximum of approximately 15% of statutory surplus for a severe
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catastrophic event in any geographic zone that could be expected to occur once in every 250 years, although this
can change based on market opportunities. There can be no assurances that we will not incur losses greater than
15% of our statutory surplus from one or more catastrophic events due to the inherent uncertainties in estimating
the frequency and severity of such events, the margin of error in making such determinations resulting from
potential inaccuracies and inadequacies in the data provided by clients and brokers, and the modeling techniques
and the application of such techniques.

When we purchase reinsurance protection, we cede to reinsurers a portion of our risks and pay premiums
based upon the risk and exposure of the policies subject to the reinsurance. Aithough the reinsurer is liable to us
for the reinsurance ceded, we retain the ultimate liability in the event the reinsurer is unable to meet its obligation
at some later date.

Reinsurance recoverables are recorded as assets, based on our evaluation of the retrocessionaires” ability to
meet their obligations under the agreements. Premiums written and earned are stated net of reinsurance ceded in
the consolidated statements of operations. Direct, reinsurance assumed. reinsurance ceded and net amounts (in
millions) for these items follow:

Year Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004

Premiums Written

Direct. ... $ 7121 $ 7633 $ 702.1

Addiassumed ... ... ... 1,623.6 1,863.7 1,948.7

Lessiceded . ... oo 174.8 3253 2890

Net . o $2,160.9 3$2,301.7 $2,361.8
Premiums Earned

Direct . ..o $ 7289 § 7372 0§ 6980

Add:assumed ...... ... ... 1,706.6 1,873.1 1,936.4

Lesstceded .. ... . oo 209.7 333.5 300.9

Net $2,225.8 $2,276.8 $2,333.5

The total amount of reinsurance recoverables on paid and unpaid losses as of December 31, 2006 and 2005
was $798.8 million and $1,347.7 million, respectively. We have established a reserve for potentially uncollectible
reinsurance recoverables based upon an evaluation of each retrocessionaire and our assessment as to the
collectibility of individual balances. The reserve for uncollectible recoverables as of December 3 1, 2006 and 2005
was $42.5 million and $30.9 million, respectively, and has been netted against reinsurance recoverables on loss
payments. We have also established a reserve for potentially uncollectible assumed reinsurance balances of
$1.9 million and $6.3 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, which has been netted against
premiums receivable,

Our reinsurance protection, which covered certain amounts of our 1995 and prior unpaid losses and loss
adjustment expenses (the “1995 Stop Loss Agreement”), provided by nSpire Re Limited (*‘nSpire Re™), a
wholly-owned subsidiary of Fairfax, was commuted effective September 29, 2006, for consideration of
$63.2 million. In accordance with the terms of the commutation agreement, we commuted ceded loss reserves of
$71.8 million, resulting in a pre-tax commutation loss of $5.5 million, recorded in the third quarter of 2006. The
1995 Stop Loss Agreement was originally entered into with Skandia Insurance Company Lid. {“Skandia™) in
conjunction with the purchase of Clearwater in 1996. Pursuant to the agreement, we paid a premium of
$60.5 million in 1995 for protection of $175.0 million in excess of Clearwater’s December 31, 1995 reserves for
net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses and reserves for uncollectible reinsurance. In January 1999, the
liabilities under the contract were assigned by Skandia to nSpire Re for $97.0 million in consideration. Following
the assignment to nSpire Re, we accounted for the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement as retroactive reinsurance.
Accordingly, losses ceded under the contract in excess of $97.0 million in the aggregate had been recorded as a
deferred gain rather than as a benefit in the applicable periods. The deferred gain had been amortized into income
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over the estimated remaining settlement period of the underlying claims. As of December 31, 2005, we have
utilized the full limit of $175.0 million under the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement. We ceded losses of $17.5 million to
the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement for the years ended December 2005 and 2004, resulting in income of
$11.3 million ($7.3 million after tax) and $8.7 million ($5.7 million after tax) for the years ended December 31,
2005 and 2004, respectively. There were no cessions to this agreement in 2006. We received $78.0 million in cash
from nSpire Re on March 29, 2006, which reduced the outstanding recoverable. As the $78.0 million was
received in advance of the payment of the underlying claims by us, it is included as an adjustment to net unpaid
losses and loss adjustment expenses, which increased by $78.0 million. In connection with the receipt of this
cash, for the three months ended March 31, 2006, we have recognized $19.3 million ($12.5 million after tax) of
the cumulative deferred gain, an increase of $17.9 million ($11.7 million after tax) over the anticipated deferred
gain amortization, as a reduction in losses and loss adjustment expenses. During the three months ended June 30,
2006, we amortized an additional $1.1 million of the deferred gain.

For years ending December 31, 2001 and prior, we utilized whole account aggregate excess of loss
retrocessional coverage (“Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements”) to manage our exposures, including
catastrophic occurrences and the potential accumulation of exposures. As further discussed below, during the
second quarter of 2006, we commuted certain Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements. In addition, Whole
Account Excess of Loss Agreements were purchased covering underwriting years 2002 through 2004 though no
losses were ceded to these coverages. The Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements are broad in coverage, and
include property and casualty insurance and reinsurance business written on a worldwide basis, as applicable.
Classes of business excluded from coverage primarily include non-traditional business. In each calendar year, we
have the ability to cede losses attributable to certain prior periods to the Whole Account Excess of Loss
Agreements to the extent there are limits remaining for the period. These agreements cover business written or
incepting during a defined period of time (underwriting year), which is typically twelve months, or in other cases,
business earned during a defined period of time (accident year). The Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements
were purchased on an underwriting year basis for 1996 through 2004 and on an accident year basis for 1994 and
1995. Accident year agreements were also purchased to supplement the 1996 and 1997 underwriting year
agreements. All of these Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements covering prior underwriting and accident
years have been commuted except for two agreements covering underwriting years 2000 and 2001. Loss cession
limits on these two covers still outstanding have been fully utilized as of December 31, 2005. Each agreement
provides for recoveries from the retrocessionaires, subject to a limit, in the event that the net subject business
results in a composite ratio (the sum of the commission and loss ratios), or in some agreements a loss ratio, in
excess of a specified attachment point. The attachment point is net of other inuring third party reinsurance. The
premium paid, net of commission, by us is calculated based on a contractual fixed rate that is applied to the total
premiums covered by the retrocession agreements. Each agreement includes a provision for additional premium,
subject to a maximum, based on the amount of loss activity under the agreement. Reinsurance recoverables on
paid and unpaid losses are fully secured by letters of credit or funds held by us.

We have the ability to cede losses that are attributable to the covered periods to these agreements in any
future period, to the extent there is remaining coverage, even in cases where the losses emerge in periods long
after the period when the business was written. We have the ability to cede losses to multiple agreements in a
calendar period. to the extent that the losses pertain to coverage periods with remaining timits. Our ability to cede
losses in any given calendar year that are attributable to prior periods will depend on the nature of the risk which
generated the loss, the time period from which the losses originate and whether there are limits remaining
covering the subject period. Losses attributable to prior periods are ceded to the treaties and recorded in the
period in which they are ceded. Additional premiums are generally due under an agreement if additional losses
are ceded to the agreement, subject to a maximum amount. Additional premiums, if any, are determined and
recorded in the period when losses are ceded. When additional premiums are due, the interest on the funds
attributable to the additional premiums ceded is typically calculated based on the inception period of the contract
and the cumulative interest expense is recognized in the period when additional premiums are due.

During the second quarter of 2006, we commuted certain Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements for
total consideration of $80.6 million through the settlement of funds held under reinsurance contracts (included as
a liability on our consolidated balance sheet) and the receipt of cash from the reinsurer, net of the settlement of
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outstanding commissions receivable. During the second quarter of 2006, the commutation of these contracts
decreased our paid and unpaid reinsurance recoverables as of December 31, 2005 by $71.0 million. This
commutation covered all outstanding Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements applicable to underwriting and
accident years 1999 and prior as well as the reinsurer’s participation on underwriting years 2000 and 2001.

The following table shows the amount of loss and LAE attributable to each coverage period ceded to the
Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in millions):

Coverage Period 2006 2005 2004
PHIOT YEATS . . oo ot v v et et et et et e s $—  $2.3) %29
2000 UnderWwriling YEAT .. .ottt 0.2 24 (09
2001 underwriling YEar . ... ..ot e 95 164 3.1

TOAL . oottt e e e e e $9.7 $_1+6_5 §_5_l

The maximum coverage available under the Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements is based on a
proportion of net premiums earned during each of the coverage periods, subject to a predetermined aggregate limit.
The maximum coverage available will increase or decrease as premium adjustments applicable to a particular
coverage period, if any, are recognized. The attachment point represents the aggregate amount of losses, and in
certain cases, acquisition costs, expressed as a proportion of net premiums earned, that will be retained by us.
Losses attributable to business written during a particular period in excess of the attachment point, subject to a
maximum limit, are ceded to the reinsurer. The following table provides 2 summary of the significant terms of the
Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements that were in effect as of December 31, 2006 (in millions).

Coverage Period Attachment Basis Aggregate Limit Remaining Limit Attachment Point
2000 underwriting year ........... Composite ratio $69.1 — 90.6%
2001 underwriting year ........... Composite ratio 85.4 — 90.4%

The following table provides a summary of the cumulative experience, including the income (loss) before
income taxes, under each agreement since its inception. Several of these agreements were purchased by predecessor
companies prior to the period in which they were included in our consolidated financial statements. As a result,
amounts recorded in our consolidated statement of operations include only the amounts ceded subsequent to the
date in which the covered company was included in our consolidated financial statements (in millions).

Ceded Ceded Ceded Net Income (Loss)

Earned Acquisition Loss and Underwriting  Interest Before income
Coverage Period Premium Costs LAE Income Expense Taxes
1994 accident year .. ... $32.6 $9.8 $37.3 $145 $26.6 $(12.1)
1996 underwriting year 414 11.4 71.5 41.5 16.7 24.8
1997 accident year .. ... 258 — 50.0 24.2 10.8 13.3
1997 underwriting year 4238 11.8 65.8 347 13.8 209
1998 accident year ... .. 11.6 — 25.0 13.4 4.0 9.4
1998 underwriting year 17.8 3.1 309 16.2 49 11.3
1999 underwriting year 43.3 8.3 69.8 34.8 139 20.8
2000 underwriting year 90.6 29.6 137.4 76.4 41.8 34.6
2001 underwriting year 58.0 14.5 94.9 514 253 26.1

The Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements provide that we may withhold a significant portion of the
premium payable to the retrocessionaires in funds held accounts, which, under certain circumstances, may be set-
off against the retrocessionaires’ losses and other obligations owed to us. These funds are shown as a hability in
our consolidated balance sheets as funds held under reinsurance contracts. Interest on the funds held account,
calculated using a contractual fixed interest rate of approximately 7.0% for those agreements with amounts ceded,
is credited quarterly by us, which results in an increase in the funds held account balance and is recorded as an
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expense, reducing our investment income. Loss payments are deducted from the funds held account balance,
which reduces the liability as such payments are made.

In addition to the Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements, we entered into a three-year aggregate excess
of loss reinsurance contract protecting our United States facultative casualty business for underwriting years 1998
through 2000 (“Facultative Excess of Loss Agreement”) which indemnified us for losses in excess of an annual
retention, subject to an annual limit of liability. During December 2006, we entered into a commutation and
release agreement related to this contract, pursuant to which all rights, obligations and liabilities were fully and
finally settled. As a result of the commutation, a pre-tax loss of $1.4 million was recognized. Additionally,
reinsurance recoverables have been reduced by $16.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2006. The
aggregate limit for underwriting years 1998, 1999 and 2000 was equal to 40% of our total facultative net
premiums written, subject to a minimum annual dollar limit of $7.4 million, and a maximum annual dollar limit
of $18.5 million. The aggregate limit of liability is $41.6 million across all years, which has been fully utilized.
The retention in each year was equal to the greater of $9.3 million or 51.0% of the subject written premium
income, together with amounts contributed to a loss payment account under the agreement. We maintained a loss
payment account for the benefit of the reinsurer, equal to 18.5% of the subject written premium income for
underwriting year 1998, and 18.9% for 1999 and 2000. A minimum interest credit is applied to the loss payment
account, equal to the one year U.S. Treasury Bill yield plus 75 basis points. As of December 31, 2006, the loss
payment account had a zero balance. The principal reinsurer under these agreements is Underwriters Reinsurance
Company (Barbados) Inc.

The income (loss) before income taxes reflected in our consolidated statements of operations related to our
Whole Account and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreements for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005, and
2004 is as follows (in millions):

2006 2005 2004
Ceded earned premium .........0 it e 5(1.7) $(13.9) $ (6.6)
Ceded acquisition COSS ... ...t 1.5 53 2.7
Cededlossesand LAE . ...... ... oo, 8.3 18.7 5.6
Net underwriting income . .......... ..ot 8.1 10.1 1.7
Interest eXpense ... ... ... ... it (8.7) (18.7) (20.1)
Loss before income taxes .......... .ottt 3(0.6) § (8.6) $(184)

We have recorded interest expense associated with other ceded reinsurance agreements, and not reflected in
the table above, of $571 thousand, $372 thousand and $18 thousand for the years ended December 31, 2006,
2005 and 2004, respectively.

As indicated by the table above, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, we ceded
$8.3 million, $18.7 million and $5.6 million, respectively, of losses and LAE, primarily to the 2001 aggregate
excess of loss treaty. The increase in losses ceded to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess of Loss
Agreements, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, were primarily attributable to adverse loss
development on casualty business written in 2001. Losses ceded to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess of
Loss Agreements represented 1.1% of our pre-tax income in 2006, 10.3% of our pre-tax loss in 2005 and 1.8% in
pre-tax income in 2004,

The reinsurance recoverables on paid and unpaid losses related to the Whole Account and Facultative Excess
of Loss Agreements are $122.2 million and $251.9 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.
Funds held under reinsurance contracts, related to these agreements, shown as a liability on our consolidated
balance sheets, reflect $83.4 million and $150.7 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Other
collateral related to these agreements is $43.2 million and $124.8 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005,
respectively.
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Deferred Income Taxes

We record deferred income taxes as net assets or liabilities on our consolidated balance sheets to reflect the
net tax effect of the temporary differences between the carrying amounts of assets and liabilities for financial
reporting purposes and their respective tax bases. As of December 31, 2006 and 2005, a net deferred tax asset of
$185.0 million and $138.8 million, respectively, was recorded. In recording this deferred tax asset, we have made
estimates and judgments that future taxable income will be sufficient to realize the vaiue of the net deferred tax
asset. Accordingly, deferred tax assets have not been reduced by a valuation allowance, as management believes
it is more likely than not that the deferred tax assets will be realized.

Investments

On a quarterly basis, we review our investment portfolio for declines in value, and specifically consider
securities, the market values of which have declined to less than 80% of their cost or amortized cost at the time of
review. Generally, a change in the market or interest rate environment does not constitute an impairment of an
investment, but rather a temporary decline in value. Temporary declines in investments will be recorded as
unrealized depreciation in accumulated other comprehensive income. If we determine that a decline is “other-
than-temporary,” the cost or amortized cost of the investment will be written down to the fair value and a realized
loss will be recorded in our consolidated statements of operations.

In assessing the value of our debt and equity securities held as investments, and possible impairments of
such securities, we review (i) the issuer's current financial position and disclosures related thereto, (i) general
and specific market and industry developments, (iii) the timely payment by the issuer of its principal, interest and
other obligations, (iv) the outlook and expected financial performance of the issuer, (v) current and historical
valuation parameters for the issuer and similar companies, (vi) relevant forecasts, analyses and recommendations
by research analysts, rating agencies and investment advisors, and (vii) other information we may consider
relevant. In addition, we consider our ability and intent to hold the security to recovery when evaluating possible
impairments. Risks and uncertainties are inherent in our other-than-temporary decline in value assessment
methodology.

Risks and uncertainties include, but are not limited to, incorrect or overly optimistic assumptions about
financial condition or liquidity, incorrect or overly optimistic assumptions about future prospects, inadequacy of
any underlying collateral, unfavorable changes in economic or social conditions and unfavorable changes in
interest rates.

Results of Operations
Year Ended December 31, 2006 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2005

Underwriting Results

Gross Premiums Written. Gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased by
$291.2 million, or 11.1%, to $2,335.7 million compared to $2,626.9 million for the year ended December 31,
2003, as reflected in the following table (in millions):

Year Ended
December 31, Change

Division 2006 2005 $ ki
AETICAS - . o ettt et e $ 9242  $1,130.5  $(206.3) (18.2)%
BUIOASIA . . oot e e e 561.2 543.8 17.4 3.2
London Market . ... ..o it a e 340.7 431.6 (90.9) (21.1)
U.S. IOSUMANCE . o\ e oot ettt ea i 509.6 521.0 (14  (2.2)
Total gross premiums Written ...........covonnee.nn. $2335.7 $2,6269 $(291.2) (lL1)%

Total reinsurance gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006 were $1,623.6 million
compared to $1,863.6 million for 2005, a decrease of 12.9%. Total insurance gross premiurns written for the year
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ended December 31, 2006, which includes our U.S. Insurance division and our Lloyd’s syndicate (which is part
of London Market), were $712.1 million, compared to $763.3 million for 2005, a decrease of 6.7%. For the year
ended December 31, 2006, total reinsurance gross premiums written represented 69.5% (71.0% in 2005) of our
business and insurance represented the remaining 30.5% (29.0% in 2005) of our business.

Gross premiums written include reinstatement premiums of $5.4 million and $70.4 million for the years
ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Reinstatement premiums in 2005 were primarily related to
reinstating the coverage under property catastrophe excess of loss reinsurance contracts following Hurricanes
Katrina, Rita and Wilma. The higher level of reinstatement premiums in 2005 was attributable to the significant
number of full limit losses resulting from Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma in 2005. Excluding reinstatement
premiums in each period, gross premiums written would be $2,330.3 million and $2,556.5 million for the years
ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, representing a decrease of $226.2 million, or 8.8%.

Americas. Gross premiums written in the Americas division for the year ended December 31, 2006 were
$924.2 million, a decrease of $206.3 million, or 18.2%, as compared to $1,130.5 miilion for the year ended
December 31, 2005. These amounts represent 39.6% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006 and 43.1% in 2005. These amounts include reinstatement premiums of $4.0 million and
$32.0 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, which principally relate to
Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma in 2005. Excluding reinstatement premiums in each period, gross premiums
written would be $920.2 million and $1,098.5 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005,
respectively, representing a decrease of $178.3 million, or 16.2% over the period. Gross premiums written across
each geographic region of the Americas are as follows:

* United States — Gross premiums written of $756.4 million for the vear ended December 31, 2006
decreased $173.5 million, or 18.7%, compared to $929.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2005.
The decrease in the United States is in all classes of business. Property business decreased by
$59.8 million, or 23.7%, to $192.3 million in 2006 from $252.1 million in 2005 as we reduced our
proportional catastrophe exposed business in certain peak zones combined with a reduction in reinstate-
ment premiums. Alternative risk and specialty business decreased by $58.7 miltion as we exited or
reduced our writings in these classes of business. Treaty and facultative casualty business decreased by
$43.5 million, or 7.9%, to $504.0 million in 2006 from $547.5 million in 2005 due to an increase in
competitive market conditions and the cancellation of certain business that did not meet our underwriting
criteria. All other classes of business accounted for the remaining decrease of $11.5 million.

* Latin America — Gross premiums written of $134.9 million for the vear ended December 31, 2006
decreased $13.7 million, or 9.2%, compared to $148.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. The
decrease is principally due to a $6.3 million decrease in property proportional business and a $2.8 million

decrease in property excess business. We continue to see increased competition across our Latin America
operations.

* Canada — Gross premiums written of $32.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased
$18.4 million, or 36.5%, compared to $50.4 million for the vear ended December 31, 2005. The reduction
in gross premiums written was primarily due to the cancellation of certain automobile business by ceding
companies, based on their decision to retain more business. In certain cases, this included the return of
unearned premiums to the ceding company.

EuroAsia. Gross premiums written in the EuroAsia division for the year ended December 31, 2006 were
$561.2 million, an increase of $17.4 million, or 3.2%, as compared to $543.8 million for the year ended
December 31, 2005. These amounts represent 24.0% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006 and 20.7% in 2005. These amounts include $5.2 million of reinstatement premiums for the
year ended December 31, 2005 compared to $0.5 million in 2006. The overall increase is primarily attributable to
increases in property, marine, credit and bonds, and liability, offset by a decrease in motor business, accident and
health and aviation. Gross premiums written from property business, which represents 60.8% of EuroAsia in
2006, increased by $15.0 million, or 4.6%, for the year ended December 31, 2006 driven by increases in the
European and Middle East markets. The increase in marine business of $4.8 million, or 16.8%, and all other
classes of business of $4.0 million, or 5.3%, is related to increases in new and renewal business throughout
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Europe. Offsetting these increases is a decrease in motor business of $3.4 million, or 3.8%. primarily related 1o
European and Asia business and accident and health and acrospace business of $1.2 million and $1.8 million,
respectively.

London Market.  Gross premiums written in the London Market division for the year ended December 31,
2006 were $340.7 million, a decrease of $90.9 million, or 21.1%, as compared to $431.6 million for the year
ended December 31, 2005. These amounts represent 14.6% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006 and 16.4% in 2005. These amounts include reinstatement premiums of $0.9 million and
$33.2 million (all related to the London branch) for the years ended December 31. 2006 and 2005, respectively,
which principally relate to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma in 2005. Excluding reinstatement premiums in
each period, gross premiums written would be $339.8 million and $398.4 million for the years ended
December 31, 2006 and 2003, respectively, representing a decrease of $58.6 million, or 14.7%, over the period.
Gross premiums written across each unit of the London Market division are as follows:

* London Branch — Gross premiums written of $138.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2006
decreased $51.1 million, or 27.0%, compared to $189.3 million for the year ended December 31, 2005.
Excluding reinstatement premiums of $0.9 million in 2006 and $33.2 million in 2005, £rOSS premiums
written for the year ended December 31. 2006 were $137.3 million, a decrease of $18.8 million, or 12.0%,
compared to0 $156.1 million for the vear ended December 31. 2005. Excluding the effects of the
reinstatement premium in both periods, property business decreased $12.8 million, or 21.1%, due to the
non-renewal of certain proportional business. Casualty business decreased by $12.1 million, or 29.9%, in
2006 compared to 2005, primarily due to the non renewal of a large proportional directors and officers
contract and a large motor quota share contract. These decreases were offset by an increase in marine and
aerospace business of $6.1 million, or 11.0%, due to new business written in 2006,

* Newline — Gross premiums written of $202.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased
$39.8 million. or 16.4%, compared to $242.3 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. The decline
in gross premiums written is primarily related to financial lines, in particular liability and professional
indemnity. as well as the effects of currency movements during the year. This decreuse reflects the more
competitive market conditions where we are experiencing lower prices in certain classes or choosing 1o
non-renew business that does not meet our underwriting criteria.

U.S. Insurance. Gross premiums written in the U.S. Insurance division for the year ended December 31,
2006 were $509.6 million, a decrease of $11.4 million, or 2.2%. as compared to $521.0 million for the year ended
December 31, 2005. These amounts represent 21.8% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2006 and 19.8% in 2005. Gross premiums written in our specialty insurance unit decreased by
$13.6 million, or 3.7%. offset by an increase in medical malpractice business of $2.2 million, or 1.5%. Gross
premiums written across each line of business is as follows:

* Professional liability gross premiums written increased $16.8 million, or 14.7%, to $131.0 million for the
year ended December 31, 2006, from $114.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. This
primarily resulted from expansion in the environmental specialists and architects and engineers classes of
business.

* Medical malpractice gross premiums written were $152.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2006.
an increase of $2.2 million, or 1.5%, from $150.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005, Medical
malpractice, our largest line of business in the U.S. Insurance division, represented 30.0% of gross
premiums written in U.S. Insurance for the year ended December 31, 2006,

* Our personal auto business, which primarily includes non-standard auto business written in California and
Florida, decreased $25.9 million, or 25.0%, to $77.7 million for the yeur ended December 31, 2006 from
$103.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005.

Ceded Premiums Written. Ceded premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased by
$150.5 million, or 46.3%. to $174.8 million (7.5% of gross premiums written) from $325.3 million (12.4% of
gross premiums written) for the year ended December 31, 2005. These amounts include reinstatement premiums
paid of $2.9 million and $65.7 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Excluding
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reinstatement premiums in each period, ceded premiums written were $171.9 million for the year ended
December 31, 2006 a decrease of $87.7 million, or 33.8%, as compared to $259.6 million for the year ended
December 31, 2005,

Excluding the effect of reinstatement premiums in both 2006 and 2005, ceded premiums written decreased
in all divisions. Decreases in the Americas division of $16.2 million, EuroAsia division of $10.5 million and
London Market division of $11.4 million is the result of a decrease in retrocessional business purchased in 2006.
The decrease in the U.S. Insurance division of $49.6 million is due to this division increasing its retentions on all
classes of business and purchasing more excess of loss reinsurance compared to quota share reinsurance.

Net Premiums Written. Net premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased by
$140.8 million, or 6.1%, to $2,160.9 million from $2,301.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. Net
premiums written represent gross premiums written less ceded premiums written. Net premiums written
decreased over 2005 at a lower rate than gross premiums written, reflecting the significant decrease in ceded
premiums written in the period. Included in net premiums written are $2.5 million and $4.7 million of net
reinstatement premiums received for the vears ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, related to
catastrophes. Excluding reinstatement premiums, net premiums written decreased by $138.6 million, or 6.0%, for
the year ended December 31, 2006 over 2005.

Net Premiums Earned. Net premiums earned for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased by
$51.0 million, or 2.2%, to $2,225.8 million, from $2,276.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. Net
premiums earned decreased in the Americas division by $76.1 million, or 7.2%, and in the London Market
division by $52.6 million, or 13.6%, offset by increases in the EuroAsia division of $15.2 million, or 2.9%, and in
the U.S. Insurance division of $62.5 million, or 19.3%. Included in net premiums earned are $2.5 million and
$4.7 million of net reinstatement premiums received for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005,
respectively, related to catastrophes. Excluding reinstatement premiums, net premiums earned decreased by
$48.8 million, or 2.1%, for the year ended December 31, 2006 over 2005.

Included in net premiums earned are premiums ceded to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess of Loss
Agreements. For the year ended December 31, 2006, this represented $1.7 million, a reduction of $12.2 million,
or 87.8%, compared to $13.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2005.

Losses and Loss Adjustment Expenses. Losses and LAE decreased $577.4 million, or 28.0%, to
$1.484.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2006, from $2,061.6 million for the year ended December 31,
2005 as follows (in millions):

Year Ended
December 31, Change
2006 2005 $ %
Gross losses and LAE incurred .. ... ... ............. $1,631.4  $2,524.1  $(892.7) (35.4)%
Less: ceded losses and LAE incurred .. ............... 147.2 462.5 (315.3) (68.2)
Net losses and LAE incurred ....................... 314842 $2,061.6 $(577.4) (28.0)%

The decrease in losses and LAE was principally related to a decline in current year catastrophe events of
$503.0 million, ($34.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 compared to $537.9 million for the year
ended December 31, 2005), and a decline in net adverse loss development on prior years of $32.8 million
($139.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 compared to $172.7 for the year ended December 31,
2005). Losses and LAE for the year ended December 31, 2006 include net adverse loss development of $139.9
million attributable to 2005 and prior years, which reflects $42.6 million for prior year catastrophe events,
principally due to an increase in loss estimates on marine business for Hurricane Rita and the triggering of
industry loss warranty contracts for Hurricane Wilma due to an unexpected deterioration in industry-wide Wilma
loss estimates as well as unexpected loss emergence on Florida proportional accounts in the period. In addition,
asbestos loss estimates were increased by $27.1 million resulting from the annual review of these liabilities. The
remaining net adverse loss development of $70.2 million is principally attributable to loss emergence greater than
expectations in 2006 on U.S. casualty classes of business. For the year ended December 31, 2005, current year
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catastrophe events of $537.9 million include $445.9 million related to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita. and Wilma, and
$25.6 million related to Windstorm Erwin. Losses and LAE incurred during the year ended December 31, 2005
include net adverse loss development of $172.7 million attributable to 2004 and prior years, which includes
$15.0 million for prior year catastrophe events due principally to greater than expected emergence on the 2004
Florida Hurricanes in the period and $41.2 million for increased asbestos loss estimates resulting from the annual
review of these liabilities. The remaining net adverse loss development of $116.5 million is principally
attributable to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2005 on U.S. casualty classes of business.

Ceded losses and LAE incurred for the year ended December 31, 2006 decreased by $315.3 million, or
68.2%, to $147.2 million, from $462.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. This decrease is
principally attributable to a decrease of $281.6 million in property catastrophe cessions due to the decline in
current year catastrophe events and a $46.8 million decrease in ceded losses related to our U.S. insurance
operations ($55.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 compared to $102.4 million for the year ended
December 31, 2005) due 1o increased retentions. Cessions to the Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements for
the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 were $9.7 million and $16.5 million, respectively. As of
December 31, 2006, the aggregate limits on the Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements have been fully
utilized.

The loss and LAE ratio for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 and the percentage point change
for each of our divisions and in total are as follows:

Year Ended

December 31, PeEentage
Division 2006 2005 Change
AMETICAS . ... 785% 112.8% (34.3)
EuroAsia. . ... .. 60.3 63.2 2.9
London Market. ....... ... ... . . 54,7 90.3 (35.6)
US.Insurance . ... . 55.8 62.0 (6.2)
Total losses and LAE ratio .. ................... ... ... ... .. 66.7% 90.5% (23.8)

The following tables reflect total losses and LAE as reported for each division and include the impact of
catastrophe losses and prior period reserve development, expressed as a percentage of net premiums earned
("NPE™). for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 (in millions):

Year Ended December 31, 2006

Americas EuroAsia Landon Market U.S. Insurance Total
% of % of % of % of % of
S NPE S ONPE _§  NE S NPE _§_ NPE
Total losses and LAE ...... .. $7658  78.5% 33204 60.3% S$182.5 54.7% $215.5 55.8% $14842 667%
Catastrophe Losses:
2006 cvents . ... ... L 12.7 1.3 19.4 37 28 08 — _— 34.9 1.6
Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and
Wilma ... 35.8 37 0.2 — 12.2 37 1.2 03 49.4 2
All other prior years . ........ 7207 “4.2) (08 (8.6} (2.6) (1.2)  (0.3) 6.8y (0.3
Total catastrophe losses .. .. .. 357 57 154 29 64 19 — — 75 35
Prior period loss development
including prior period ’
catastrophe losses ... ...... $2127  218% $ (9.0) (7% $(24.8) (74)% 5(39.0) (10.D% § 139.9 _6.3%
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Year Ended December 31, 2005

Americas EuroAsia Landon Market U.S. Insurance Total
% of % of % of % of % of
$ NPE $ NPE $ NPE $ NPE $ NPE
Total losses and LAE . ... .. $1.186.2  112.8% $3260 63.2% $348.8 90.3% $200.6 62.0% $2,061.6 90.5%
Catastrophe Losses:
Windstorm Erwin. . ... ... .. — — 23.1 4.5 2.5 (.6 — — 25.6 I.1
Inddia Floods .. ............ — — ] 2.2 — — — — 1.5 0.5
Hurricanes Katrina, Rita. and
Wilma........ooonnn 3131 29.8 0.5 0.1 1319 342 04 0.1 4459 196
Other 2005 cvents ... ... ... 35.2 33 14.2 2.8 5.5 1.4 — — 54.9 2.5
2064 Florida Hurricanes .. .. 2.8 0.3 — — 0.6 0.2 — —_ 34 0.1
All other prior years ....... 3.1 0.3 74 14 LI 03 e 16 05
Total catastrophe losses . .. .. 354.2 337 567 1.0 141.6 367 04 01 5529 243
Prior period loss development
including prior period
catastrophe losses ....... § 2132 203% S (87) (1.h% $(22.8) (5.9% $ 9.0 (28)% $ 1727 _1.6%

Americas Division — Losses and LAE decreased $420.4 million, or 35.4%, to $765.8 million for the year
ended December 31, 2006, from $1,186.2 million for the year ended December 31. 2005. This resulted in a loss
and LAE ratio of 78.5% for the year ended December 31, 2006, compared to 112.8% for the year ended
December 31. 2005. The decrease in losses and LAE was principally due to a decrease in curent year
catastrophes of $335.6 million and a decline in net earned premium of $76.1 million, or 7.2%. Losses and LAE
for the year ended December 31, 2006 include net adverse loss development of $212.7 million atributable to
2005 and prior years, which reflect $43.0 million from prior period catastrophe losses, principally Hurricanes
Rita and Wilma. due to loss emergence greater than expected in the period. In addition, asbestos loss estimates
were increased by $27.1 million resulting from the annual review of these liabilities. The remaining net adverse
loss development of $142.6 million is principally attributable to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2006
on U.S. casualty classes of business. Losses and LAE for the year ended December 31, 2005 include net adverse
loss development of $213.2 million attributable to 2004 and prior years, which reflect $5.9 million on prior period
catastrophes principally due to loss emergence greater than expected in the period on the 2004 Florida Hurricanes
and $41.2 million for increased asbestos loss estimates resulting from the annual review of these liabilities. The
remaining net adverse loss development of $166.1 million is principally attributable to loss emergence greater
than expectations in 2005 on U.S. casualty classes of business.

EuroAsia Division — Losses and LAE decreased $5.6 million, or 1.7%, to $320.4 million for the year ended
December 3 1. 2006, from $326.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. This resulted in a loss and LAE
ratio of 60.3% for the year ended December 31, 2006, compared to 63.2% for the yeur ended December 31. 2005.
This decrease is principally due to a reduction in current year catastrophe losses of $29.9 million, partially offset
by an increase in net premiums eamed of $15.2 million, or 2.9%. Losses and LAE for the year ended
December 31. 2006 include a benefit of $9.0 million attributable to 2005 and prior years, principally due to
favorable emergence on property, marine and credit lines of business in the period. Losses & LAE in the year
ended December 31. 2005 include a decrease of $8.7 million attributable to 2004 and prior years, principally
related to favorable emergence on liability and bond exposures in the period, and includes adverse loss
development on prior period catastrophes of $7.4 million predominantly attributable to Typhoon Songda and the
Indonesian earthquake and resulting tsunami.

London Market Division — Losses and LAE decreased $166.3 million, or 47.7%, to $182.5 million for the
year ended December 31, 2006, from $348.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. This resulted in a
loss and LAE ratio of 54.7% for the year ended December 31, 2006, compared to 90.3% for the year ended
December 31, 2005. The decrease in losses and LAE was principally related to a decrease in current year
catastrophes of $137.1 million and a decline in net premiums earned of $52.6 million, or 13.6%. Losses and LAE
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in the 2006 period include a benefit of $24.8 million attributable 1o 2005 and prior years, principally due to
favorable emergence on satellite, accident and health. non-catastrophe property, and aviation exposures in the
period, and includes $3.6 million of unfavorable development on prior period catastrophe losses, principally
Hurricane Rita. due to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2006. For the year ended December 31, 2005,
tosses and LAE in the 2005 period include a benefit of $22.8 million atributable to 2004 and prior years,
principally due to favorable emergence on aviation, satellite and non-catastrophe property exposures in the
period, and includes $1.7 miltion of loss development from prior period catastrophe losses due to loss emergence
greater than expectations.

U.S. Insurance Division — Losses and LAE increased $14.9 million. or 7.4%. to $215.5 million for the vear
ended December 31. 2006, from $200.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. This resulted in a loss
and LAE ratio of 55.8% for the year ended December 31, 2006, compared to 62.0% for the yeur ended
December 31, 2005. The increase in losses and LAE was related to a 19.3% increase in net premiums earned and
was partially offset by a decrease of $39.0 million on losses and LAE attributable to 2005 and prior years,
principally due to favorable loss emergence on medical malpractice in the period. For the year ended
December 31. 2005, losses und LAE related to 2004 and prior years decreased by $9.0 million, principally duc to
loss emergence less than expectations in 2005 on medical malpractice and general liability exposures.

Acquisition Costs.  Acquisition costs for the year ended December 31I, 2006 were $464.1 million, a
decrease of $6.1 million or 1.3%, compared to $470.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. The
resulting acquisition expense ratio, expressed as a percentage of net premiums earned. was 20.9% for the year
ended December 31, 2006, compared to 20.6% for the year ended December 31, 2005, an increase of 0.3 points.
The London Market and U.S. Insurance divisions’ acquisition ratio increased by 2.1 points and 1.5 points
respectively, due to the change in composition of the mix of business written and increased retentions. while the
Amencas and EuroAsia divisions had a slight decrease of 0.6 points and 0.1 points. respectively.

Acquisition costs are reduced by ceding commissions related to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess
of Loss Agreements, of $1.5 million and $5.3 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2003,
respectively. The decrease of $3.8 million in 2006 over 2005 was attributable to reduced premiums ceded to these
agreements during 2006. Ceding commissions due under certain of our Whole Account Excess of Loss
Agreements are deferred and will be received by us in future periods. Ceding commissions have therefore been
recorded at their present value, with the discount amortized over the expected collection period. For years ended
December 31, 2006 and 2005, the discount recorded on ceding commissions is $1.8 million and $0.8 million,
respectively, which is net of the amortization of the discount recorded in prior periods.

Other Underwriting Expenses. Other underwriting cxpenses for the year ended December 31, 2006 were
$153.5 miilion, compared to $146.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. The other underwriting
expense ratio, expressed as a percentage of net premiums earned, was 6.9% for the year ended December 31,
2006, compared to 6.4% for the year ended December 31, 2005. Other underwriting expenses increased while net
premiums earned decreased, resulting in a higher other underwriting expense ratio in 2006 as compared 10 2005,
This increase in other underwriting expenses is attributable 1o an increase in personnel related costs and benelits,
particularly in our Americas division.

The following table reflects the acquisition and other underwriting expenses, expressed as a percentage of
net premiums earned, for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 for each of our divisions:

Year Ended

December 31, Per;:j;:::'ge
Division 2006 2005 Change
AMETICES . ..o 30.8% 30.7% 0.1
BuroAsia. ... 253 265 (1.2)
London Market. ......... .. ... .. .. . .. 258 225 33
US. Insurance ... . 253 217 3.6
Total acquisition costs and other underwriting expense ratio ........... 279.7% 27.1% 0.6
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The GAAP combined ratio is the sum of losses and LAE as a percentage of net premiums earned, plus
underwriting expenses, which include acquisition costs and other underwriting expenses, as a percentage of net
premiums earned. The combined ratio reflects only underwriting resuits, and does not include investment results.
Underwriting profitability is subject o significant fluctuations due to catastrophic events, competition, economic
and social conditions, foreign currency fluctuations and other factors. Our combined ratio was 94.4% for the year
ended December 31, 2006, compared to 117.6% for the year ended December 31, 2005. The following table
reflects the combined ratio for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 for each of our divisions:

Year Ended

December 31, Perlgginnt:lge
Division 2006 2005 Change
AMENICAS . . ... 109.3% 143.5% (34.2)
EuroAsia... ... ... .. . 85.6 89.7 “.n
London Market. ............. . ... ... .. ... . . . . . . . ... . .. 805 1128 (32.3)
US.Insurance ............... ... ... ... ... .. . .. ... 81.1 83.7 (2.6)
Total combined ratio .......... ... ... ... . . . . ... .. .. . 94.4% 117.6% (23.2)

Investment Results

Net Investment Income. Net investment income for the year ended December 31. 2006 increased by
$267.0 million, or 121.3%, to $487.1 million, from $220.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. Net
investment income is comprised of gross investment income of $517.4 million less investment expenses of
$30.3 million for the year ended December 3 1, 2006. compared to gross investment income of $247.8 million less
investment expenses of $27.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. Higher net investment income for
the year ended December 31, 2006 is primarily attributable to the following:

* an increase of $970.7 million or 17.5% in average invested assets for the year ended December 31, 2006
over 2005, and higher short term rates over the period. Investment income from cash and short-term
investments was $122.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2006, an increase of $68.0 million, or
124.6%. over 2005.

* an increase of $135.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 over 2005 related to HWIC Asia, an
investment vehicle which is included in common stock, at equity. Net investment income on equity
securities includes, in accordance with the equity method of accounting, realized investment gains
attributable to our equity investment in HWIC Asia. During 2006, we fully redeemed our interest in
HWIC Asia. Qur equity in the net income of HWIC Asia Fund is comprised of the following items (in

millions):
Year Ended
December 31,
2006 2005
Equity in net investment income of HWIC Asia .................. .. .. $ L1 %51
Equity in net realized capital gains of HWIC Asia .................. ... 167.6 27.9
Equity in net income of HWIC Asia, before taxes.................. ... $168.7 $33.0

* an increase of $16.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 over 2005 in net income due to equity
accounting of Advent Capital (Holdings) PLC, a Lloyd’s syndicate which is included in common stock, at
equity. This resulted in net income of $1.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 compared to a
net loss of $15.4 million in 2005, primarily reflecting catastrophe losses from Hurricanes Katrina, Rita
and Wilma during 2005.

* an increase of $28.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 over 2005 in net investment income on
other invested assets, which primarily reflects interest income attributable to our total return swaps on
equity indexes and includes income from hedge funds and private equity investments of $29.3 million and
$15.6 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively.
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Excluding the positive impact of realized capital gains attributable to our equity investment in HWIC Asia
and the negative impact of the 2005 loss attributable to Advent, net investment income for the year ended
December 31, 2006 was $319.5 million, an increase of $111.9 million or 53.9%. from $207.6 million for the year
ended December 31, 2005, We believe this figure is more representative of investment income from our ongoing
investment activities.

Our total effective annualized yield on average invested assets, net of expense but before the impact of
interest expense from funds held balances and the positive impact of realized gains attributable to HWIC Asia,
was 5.0% and 3.8% for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Also excluding the negative
impact of the 2005 losses attributable to Advent, our total effective annualized yield, net of expenses but before
the impact of interest expense from funds held balances, was 5.0% and 4.1% for each of the years ended
December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.

Interest expense on funds held, which is included in investment expenses, and primarily relates to our Whole
Account and Fucultative Excess of Loss Agreements, was $8.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2006,
representing a decrease of $10.0 million, or 53.5%, from $18.7 millicn for the year ended December 31, 2005,
The lower amount of interest expense was due to reduced amounts ceded to the treaties in 2006 and 2005 and the
commutation of several of these agreements during 2006, which resulted in lower interest expense associated
with ceded amounts during the period.

Net Realized Investment Gains. Net realized investment gains of $189.1 million for the year ended
December 31, 2006 increased by $129.2 million from $59.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2005, The
increase in net realized investment gains is principally due to higher gains from equity securities and other
investments, which were offset by lower gains from fixed income securities and higher losses from derivative
securities. The total net realized investment gains for the year ended December 31, 2006 of $175.4 million on
equity securities, primarily reflect a net gain of $75.1 million related to the rederption of shares of HWIC Asia
and the sale of unrelated equity securities. Net realized investment gains from equity securities also include
realized losses of $17.1 million related to the other-than-temporary impairment of a security. Net realized
investment gains from other investments were $86.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2006, representing
a positive change of $134.5 million over 2005, primarily reflecting realized foreign exchange rate gains on short
term securities. Net realized investment gains from fixed income securities of $30.4 million for the year ended
December 31, 2006 decreased by $51.6 million over 2005. Realized investment gains include mark-to-market
movements on derivative securities. including credit default swaps and total return swaps on equity indexes. The
nct investment loss on derivative securities of $103.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 increased by
$64.3 million over 2005.

During the year ended December 31, 2006, net realized investment gains were reduced by other-than-
temporary impairment losses in the amount of $28.1 million, with $11.0 million relating to fixed income
securities and other invested assets and $17.1 million relating to equity securities. Other-than-temporary
impairments reflect situations where the market value was below the cost of the securities and the ability of the
security to recover its value could not be reasonably determined. Other-than-temporary impairments related to
fixed income securities include $7.5 million for security which has no quoted price, to reflect the deterioration in
the underlying financial position of the security. During the year ended December 31. 2005. net realized
investment gains were reduced by other-than-temporary impairment losses in the amount of $54.9 million, with
$37.3 million relating to fixed income securities and other invested assets and $17.6 million relating to equity
securities. Other-than-temporary impairments related to fixed income securities include $19.4 million for
securities which have no quoted prices, to reflect a deterioration in the underlying financial position of the
securnhes.

Other Results, Principally Holding Company and Income Taxes

Other Expenses, Net. Other expenses, net, for the year ended December 31, 2006, were $21.1 million.
compared to $27.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. Other expenses are primarily comprised of
operating expenses of our holding company and includes audit related fees, Sarbanes-Oxley compliance
consuiting fees, corporate-related legal fees, consulting fees, and compensation expense, including the amortiza-
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tion of restricted share grants. The decrease of $5.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2006 over 2005 is
primarily comprised of: (i) a decrease of $5.7 million related to consulting fees in implementing procedures and
documentation for Sarbanes-Oxley, (ii) a decrease of $1.0 million related to the renewal of the employment
contract of our Chief Executive Officer, which is reflected in 2005, offset by, (iii) an increase of $1.4 million as a
result of higher amortization expense of restricted stock.

Interest Expense. We incurred interest expense, related to our debt obligations, of $37.5 million and
$30.0 miliion for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. The higher amount of interest
expense primarily reflects our $100.0 million senior notes offering completed in February 2006.

Federal and Foreign Income Tax Benefit/Provision. As a result of our pre-tax income for the year ended
December 31, 2006, compared to a pre-tax loss for 2005, our federal and foreign income tax provision for the
year ended December 31, 2006 increased by $297.4 million, to a provision of $231.3 million, compared to a
benefit of $66.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2005. Included in the income tax provision for the year
ended December 31, 2006 is a one-time tax benefit of $16.5 million, which is attributable to the settlement of tax
issues related to the acquisition of Clearwater in 1996. Our effective tax rates were 31.3% and 36.4% for the
years ended December 31, 2006 and 20035, respectively.

Preferred Dividends. We recorded preferred dividends related to our Series A and Series B non-cumulative
perpetual preferred shares of $8.3 million and $1.9 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005,
respectively. The increase is due to the payment of a full year of preferred dividerds in 2006, as opposed to two
and a half months in 2005, as the preferred shares wete first issued in October 2005.

Year Ended December 31, 2005 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2004
Underwriting Results

Gross Premiums Written. Gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2005 decreased by
$23.9 million, or 0.9%, to $2,626.9 million compared to $2,650.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2004,
as reflected in the following table {in millions):

Year Ended

December 31, Change
Division 2005 2004 $ %
ADNCEICHS « « o v vt et ieme e e et $1.130.5  $1,257.5  $(127.00 (10.1)%
BEOASIL . o oo ot e e e et e e e 543.8 553.7 9.9 (1.8)
London Markel . ..o ot it e e et 431.6 447.7 (16.1} (3.6)
US, INSUTANMCE .« & v vt evr e e oo eeame s eaae s 521.0 3919 129.1 32.9
Total gross premiums Written .. .......eeeennuunnnens $2.6269 32,6508 § (23.9) {0.9%

Total reinsurance gross premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2005 were $1.863.6 million
compared to $1,968.8 million for 2004, a decrease of 5.3%. Total insurance gross premiums written for the year
ended December 31, 2005, which includes our U.S, Insurance division and our Lloyd’s syndicate (which is part
of our London Market division), were $763.3 million, compared to $682.0 million for 2004, an increase of
11.9%. For the year ended December 31, 2005, total reinsurance gross premiums written represented 71.0%
(74.3% in 2004) of our business and insurance represented the remaining 29.0% (25.7% in 2004) of our business.

Gross premiums written include reinstatement premiums of $70.4 million and $16.8 million for the years
ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively. Reinstatement premiums were primarily related to reinstating
the coverage under property catastrophe excess of loss reinsurance contracts following Hurricanes Katrina, Rita
and Wilma in 2005 and the 2004 Florida Hurricanes. The higher level of reinstatement premiums in 2005 as
compared to 2004 was attributable to the significant number of full limit losses resulting from Hurricanes
Katrina, Rita and Wilma in 2005. Excluding reinstatement premiums in each period, gross premiums written
would be $2,556.5 million and $2,634.0 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively,
representing a decrease of $77.5 million, or 2.9%.
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Americas. Gross premiums written in the Americas division for the year ended December 31, 2005 were
$1,130.5 million, a decrease of $127.0 million, or 10.1%, as compared to $1,257.5 million for the year ended
December 31, 2004. These amounts represented 43.1% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2005 and 47.4% in 2004. These amounts include reinstatement premiums of $32.0 million and
$5.0 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively, which principally relate to
Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma in 2005, and the 2004 Florida Hurricanes. Excluding reinstatement
premiums in each period, gross premiums written would be $1,098.5 million and $1,252.5 million for the years
ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively, representing a decrease of $154.0 million, or 12.3% over the
period. Gross premiums written across each geographic region of the Americas are as follows:

» United States — Gross premiums written of $929.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2005
decreased $117.9 million, or 11.3%, compared to $1,047.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2004.
The decrease in the United States is primarily attributable to the non-renewal of a large workers
compensation quota share treaty, which accounted for a decrease in gross premiums written of
$93.2 million in 2005. Gross premiums written across casualty classes of business decreased by
$64.9 million, or 13.0%, as compared to 2004, due to more competitive market conditions, particularly in
professional liability classes and non standard auto. This decrease is partially offset by increased gross
premiums written relating to higher reinstatement premiums of $28.0 for the year ended December 31,
2005, compared to $3.2 million for 2004, which contributed to the overall increase in property gross
premiums written of $41.3 million over the period.

 Latin America — Gross premiums written of $148.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005
decreased $12.8 million, or 7.9%, compared to $161.4 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. The
decrease was due to a $25.0 million reduction from the non-renewal of a large facultative property
contract, offset by a general increase in proportional treaty business, led by automobile business. We
continue to see increased competition across our Latin America operations.

 Canada — Gross premiums written of $50.4 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 increased
$4.4 million, or 9.6%, compared to $46.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. The increase
primarily relates to exchange rate movements between December 31, 2005 and 2004 as the Canadian
dollar strengthened.

EuroAsia. Gross premiums written in the EuroAsia division for the year ended December 31, 2005 were
$543.8 million, a decrease of $9.9 million, or 1.8%, as compared to $553.7 million for the year ended
December 31, 2004. These amounts represented 20.7% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2005 and 20.9% in 2004. These amounts include $5.2 million of reinstatement premiums for the
year ended December 31, 2005, as compared to none in 2004, Gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2004 included $24.9 million related to the consolidation of & wholly owned subsidiary, First
Capital Insurance Limited (*First Capital™), which writes business in Singapore. Starting in the fourth quarter of
2004, our economic interest in First Capital declined below 50% and it is no longer consolidated in our
consolidated financial statements. Excluding this amount, gross premiums written for the year ended Decem-
ber 31, 2005 increased $15.0 million, or 2.8%, as compared to the year ended December 31, 2004. This increase
is primarily attributable to higher volume of property and motor business, offset by lower volume in accident and
health and credit and bonds. Gross premiums written from property business, which represents 60.0% of
EuroAsia in 20035, increased by $21.8 million, or 7.2%, for the year ended December 31, 2005 compared to 2004,
driven by greater penetration in the French market. Motor business, which represents 16.3% of EuroAsia in 2005,
increased $8.2 million, or 11.1%, in 2005 and was primarily attributable to a $17.3 million increase in France,
offset by a decline in other parts of Europe and the Middle East. Accident and heaith business, which represents
2.1% of EuroAsia in 2005, decreased $12.3 million, or 51.7%, in 2005 over 2004 primarily due to the non
renewal of selected proportional accounts.

London Market. Gross premiums written in the London Market division for the year ended December 31,
2005 were $431.6 million, a decrease of $16.1 million or 3.6%, as compared to $447.7 million for the year ended
December 31, 2004. These amounts represented 16.4% of our gross premiums writien for the year ended
December 31, 2005 and 16.9% in 2004. These amounts include reinstatement premiums of $33.2 million and
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$11.8 million (all related to the London branch) for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively,
which principally relate to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma in 2005, and the 2004 Florida Hurricanes.
Excluding reinstatement premiums in each period, gross premiums written would be $398.4 million and
$435.9 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively, representing a decrease of
$37.5 million, or 8.6% over the period. Gross premiums written across each unit of the London Market division
are as follows:

« London Branch — Gross premiums written of $189.3 million for the year ended December 31, 2005
increased $6.8 million, or 3.8%, compared to $182.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2004,
Excluding reinstatement premiums in each period, gross premiums written for the year ended Decem-
ber 31, 2005 were $156.2 million, a decrease of $14.5 million or 8.5%, compared to $170.7 million for
the year ended December 31, 2004. Gross premiums written from property business, which represents
46.3% of London branch in 2005, increased by $14.6 million, or 20.0%, in 2005 over 2004, entirely
driven by higher reinstatement premiums in 2005 as ceding companies are choosing to retain more
business. Casualty business showed little change in 2005 but reflects more business written on an excess
of loss basis than on a proportional basis. '

* Newline — Gross premiums written of $242.3 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 decreased
$22.9 million, or 8.6%, compared to $265.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. The decrease
was primarily attributable to lower directors and officers and error and omissions business. The decline in
premiums generally reflects more competitive conditions in the market, where we were experiencing
lower prices in certain classes or choosing to non-renew business that does not meet our underwriting
criteria,

U.S. Insurance. Gross premiums written in the U.S. Insurance division for the year ended December 31,
2005 were $521.0 million, an increase of $129.1 million, or 32.9%, as compared to $391.9 million for the year
ended December 31, 2004, These amounts represented 19.8% of our gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2005 and 14.8% in 2004. Growth in specialty insurance, which is distributed through program
administrators, was primarily due to new program administrators which were added during 2004 and early 2005.
Gross premiums written by our U.S. Insurance division are reduced by amounts which are ceded to the Americas
division of $20.2 million and $20.1 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively.
Excluding the impact of amounts ceded to the Americas division, gross premiums written for the year ended
December 31, 2005 increased by $129.2 million, or 31.4%, over 2004. Gross premiums written across each line
of business is as follows:

« Professional liability gross premiums written increased $49.1 million, or 75.5%, for the year ended
December 31, 2005 to $114.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 from 2004. This primarily
resulted from expansion in the environmental specialists and architects and engineers classes of business.

¢ Medical malpractice gross premiums written were $150.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005,
an increase of $12.9 million, or 9.4%, from $137.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2004.
Medical malpractice, our largest line of business in the U.S. Insurance division, represented 28.9% of
gross premiums written in the U.S. Insurance division for the year ended December 31, 2005. Growth was
driven by increases in our select markets and hospital coverages and partially offset by reductions in
physician groups business, which reflects more competitive market conditions.

¢ OQur personal auto business, which primarily includes non-standard auto business written in California and
Florida, increased $10.9 million, or 11.8%, to $103.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 from
2004 due to the full vear effect of a program administrator which was added in April 2004,

Ceded Premiums Written. Ceded premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2005 increased by
$36.3 million, or 12.6%, to $325.3 million (12.4% of gross premiums written) from $289.0 million (10.9% of
gross premiums written) for the year ended December 31, 2004. These amounts include reinstatement premiums
paid of $65.7 million and $20.8 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively. Ceded
premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2004 included $12.0 million related to First Capital.
Excluding First Capital and reinstatement premiums in each period, ceded premiums written were $259.6 million
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for the year ended December 31, 2005 an increase of $3.4 million, or 1.3%, as compared to $256.2 million for the
year ended December 31. 2004,

Ceded premiums written relating to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreements were
$11.9 million and $5.9 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively. Premiums are
payable by us based on the amount of losses ceded under each of the agreements. The increase of $6.0 million for
the year ended December 31, 2005 was primarily attributable to premiums paid on a higher level of losses ceded
during 2005 to the 2001 whole account excess of loss agreement. This was offset by reduced cessions of Newline
of $3.9 million in 2005 over 2004, primarily due to larger deductibles. In addition, there were reduced cessions of
our U.S. Insurance business of $5.2 millicn in 2005 over 2004, primarily due to increased retentions across the
business.

Net Premiums Written. Net premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2005 decreased by
$60.1 million, or 2.5%, to $2,301.7 million from $2,361.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. Net
premiums written represent gross premiums written less ceded premiums written. Net premiums written
decreased over 2004 at a higher rate than gross premiums written, reflecting the increase in ceded premiums
written in the period. Included in net premiums written are $4.7 million of net reinstatement premiums received
for the year ended December 31, 2005 and $4.0 million in net reinstatement premiums paid in 2004, related to
catastrophes. Excluding reinstatement premiums, net premiums written decreased by $68.8 million, or 2.9%, for
the year ended December 31, 2005 over 2004, which is consistent with the 2.9% decrease in gross premiums
written, excluding reinstatement premiums.

Net Premiums Earned. Net premiums earned for the year ended December 31, 2005 decreased by
$56.7 million, or 2.4%, to $2,276.8 million, from $2,333.5 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. Net
premiums earned decreased in the Americas division by $178.9 million, or 14.5%, and in the London Market
division by $36.7 million, or 8.7%, offset by increases in the EuroAsia division of $33.8 million, or 7.0%, and in
the U.S. Insurance division of $125.0 million, or 63.0%. Included in net premiums earned are $4.7 million of net
reinstatement premiums received for the year ended December 31, 2005 and $4.0 million in net reinstatement
premiums paid in 2004, related to catastrophes. Excluding reinstatement premiums, net premiums earned
decreased by $65.4 million, or 2.8%, for the year ended December 31, 2005 over 2004, which is consistent with
the decrease in gross and net premiums written.

Net premiums earned for the year ended December 31, 2005 were reduced by $13.9 million in premiums
ceded to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreements, which represent an increase of
$7.3 million, or 110.8%, from $6.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2004.

Losses and Loss Adjustment Expenses. Losses and LAE increased 3430.5 million, or 26.4%, to
$2,061.6 million for the year ended December 31, 20053, from $1,631.1 million for the year ended December 31,
2004 as follows (in millions):

Year Ended
December 31, Change
2005 2004 $ %
Gross lossesand LAE . .. ... .. ... ... .. .. ... ..., $2,524.1  $1,954.0  $570.1 29.2%
Less: ceded lossesand LAE .. ......... ... ..., 462.5 3229 1396 432
Netlossesand LAE. ........ ... ... ... i, $2.0616  $1,631.1  $430.5 264%

The increase in losses and LAE was principally related to losses of $537.9 million related to current year
catastrophe events, of which $445.9 million is attributable to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma. The remaining
catastrophe losses are principally related to other events occurring in the year, including Hurricanes Emily, Dennis
and Stanley, Windstorm Erwin and floods in India and Europe. Losses and LAE in 2005 include net adverse loss
development of $172.7 million attributable to 2004 and prior years, of which $15.0 million is related to prior year
catastrophe events, principally the 2004 Florida Hurricanes, Typhoon Songda and the Indonesian earthquake und
resulting tsunami, due to loss emergence greater than expectations in the period. In addition, asbestos loss estimates
were increased by $41.2 million resulting from the annual review of these liabilities. The remaining net adverse loss
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development of $116.5 million is principally attributable to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2005 on
U.S. casualty classes of business written in 2001 and prior. For the year ended December 31, 2004, losses and LAE
reflect $138.8 million for property catastrophe events occurring in calendar year 2004, including $93.4 million
related to the 2004 Florida Hurricanes. Losses and LAE in the 2004 period include net adverse loss development of
$190.0 million attributable to 2003 and prior years, of which $30.0 million is related to increased asbestos estimates
resulting from the annual review of these liabilities, and $7.6 million is related to prior year catastrophe events due
to loss emergence greater than expectations in the period. The remaining net adverse development of $152.4 is
principally attributable to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2004 on U.S. casualty classes of business
written in 2001 and prior. partially offset by a $21.1 million reduction in environmental pollution estimates due to
better than expected loss emergence in the period.

Ceded losses and LAE for the year ended December 31, 2005 increased by $139.6 million, or 43.2%, to
$462.5 million. from $322.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. The increase in ceded incurred losses
and LAE primarily relates to increases in cessions to our catastrophe program reinsurance recoverables of
$241.1 million relating to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma. Cessions to the Whole Account Excess of Loss
Agreements for the years ending December 31, 2005 and 2004 are $16.5 million and $5.1 million, respectively.
As of December 31, 2003, the 1994, 1998, 2000 and 2001 Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements have
remaining aggregate limits of $62.7 million, $9.6 million, $0.9 million and $85.4 million, respectively.

The loss and LAE ratio for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004 and the percentage point change
for euch of our divisions and in total are as follows:

December 31, FerSentage
Division 2005 2004 _Change
ATIETICAS + o v s o e e e et m et e im e e 112.8% 73.8% 39.0
BUTOASII © o s o e e et b e e 632 622 1.0
London Markel. . .. oot e i 903 0694 209
U.S. TRSUIAMCE « « e v e et e e ettt n e cae e _62.0 65.6 (3.6)
Total 1058 and LAE TatI0 . . oo c v it 90.5% 69.9%  20.6

The following tables reflect total losses and LAE as reported for each division and include the impact of
catastrophe losses and prior period reserve development, expressed as a percentage of net premiums earned
("“NPE"), for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004 (in millions):

Year Ended December 31, 2005

Americas EuroAsia London Market U.S. Insurance Total
% of % of % of % of % of
$ NPE. $ NPE _$_ NPE _ S8  NPE _ $ = NPE
Total losses and LAE . ... .. $1.186.2 112.8% $3260 632% S$3488 003% %2006 62.0% $2061.6 905%
Catastrophe Losses:
Windstorm Erwin. ......... — —_ 23.1 4.5 25 0.6 — —_ 256 1.1
India Floods .. ............ — — 1.5 22 — — — _— i1.5 0.5
Hurricanes Katrina, Rita, and
Wilma. . ... 3131 208 0.5 0.1 131.9 342 04 0.1 4459 196
Other 2005 Events .. ... .- 35.2 33 14.2 2.8 5.5 1.4 — — 549 2.5
2004 Florida Hurricanes . ... 2.8 0.3 — — 0.6 0.2 — — 34 0.1
All Other Prior Years ... .. 3.1 0.3 74 14 1.1 03 - = 116 05
Tolal catastrophe losses .. ... 354.2 33.7 56.7 _llg 1416 367 04 _O_I 5529 &
Prior period loss development
including prior period
catastrophe losses ... ... $ 2132 203% 5 (8.7 (L)% $(228) (53.9% $ 9.00 (2.8)% $ 1727 76%
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Year Ended December 31, 2004

Americas EuroAsia London Market U.S. Insurance Total
% of % of % of % of e of
$ NPE $ NPE § NPE § NPE 3 NPE
Total losses and LAE. .. ...... $907.6 73.8% $299.8 62.2% $293.6 69.4% 51301  65.6% $1.631.1  699%
Catastrophe Losses:
2004 Florida Hurricanes ...... 68.0 55 — 254 6.0 — — 934 4.0
Other 2004 Events ........... 26.6 2.2 226 4.7 (3.7 (0% — — 45.4 20
All Other Prior Years......... 57 05 22 05 0.3) (0.1 - = 76 03
Total catastrophe losses ....... i60.3 82 248 5.2 214 50 e 1464 63
Prior period loss development
including prior period
catastrophe losses.......... $1848 150% $ 6.6 14% $ (0.2) —% $ (1.2y (&% $ 1900 8.1%

Americas Division — Losses and LAE increased $278.6 million, or 30.7%, to $1.186.2 million for the year
ended December 31, 2005, from $907.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. This resulted in a loss
and LAE ratio of 112.8% for the year ended December 31, 2005, compared to 73.8% for the year ended
December 31, 2004. The increase in losses and LAE was due to losses of $354.2 million related 1o catastrophe
events, of which $313.1 million is attributable to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma, with the remainder
principally related to other events occurring in 2005, including Hurricanes Emily and Dennis. Losses and LAE in
the 2005 period include net adverse loss development of $213.2 million attributable to 2004 and prior years, of
which $41.2 million is related to increased asbestos loss estimates resulting from the annual review of these
liabilities, and $5.9 million is related to prior year catastrophe events due to loss emergence greater than
expectations in the period principally attributable to the 2004 Florida Hurricanes. The remaining net adverse loss
development of $166.1 million is principally attributable to loss emergence greater than expectations in 2005 on
U.S. casualty classes of business. For the year ended December 31, 2004, losses and LAE reflect $100.3 million
for property catastrophe events including the 2004 Florida Hurricanes. Losses and LAE in the 2004 period
include net adverse loss development of $184.8 million attributable to 2003 and prior years. of which
$30.0 million is related to increased asbestos loss estimates resulting from the annual review of these liabilities,
and $5.7 million is related to prior year catastrophe events due to loss emergence greater than expectations in the
period. The remaining net adverse development of $149.1 million is principally artributable to loss emergence
greater than expectations in 2004 on U.S. casualty classes of business, partially offset by a $21.1 million
reduction in environmental pollution estimates due to better than expected emergence in the period,

EuroAsia Division — Losses and LAE increased $26.2 million, or 8.7%. to $326.0 million for the year
ended December 31, 2005, from $299.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. This resulted in a loss
and LAE ratic of 63.2% for the year ended December 31, 2005, compared to 62.2% for the year ended
December 31, 2004, The increase in losses and LAE was related 10 the 7.0% increase in net premiums earned and
$56.7 million of catastrophe losses, principally Windstorm Erwin and floods in India and Europe. Losses and
LAE in the 20035 period include favorable loss development of $8.7 million attributable to 2004 and prior years,
principally related to favorable emergence on liability and bond exposures in the period, and include $7.4 miilion
of adverse development on prior pertod catastrophe losses predominantly attributable to Typhoon Songda and the
Indonesian earthquake and resulting tsunami due to unexpected claims emergence. For the year ended
December 31, 2004, losses and LAE include $24.8 million for property catastrophe events, including Typhoon
Songda and the Indonesian earthquake and resulting tsunami, Losses and LAE in the 2004 period include net
adverse loss development of $6.6 million attributable to 2003 and prior years, principally related to unexpected
loss emergence on bond exposures in the period, and include $2.2 mitlion of net adverse development on prior
period catastrophe losses due 1o loss emergence greater than expectations.

London Market Division — Losses and LAE increased by $55.2 million, or 18.8%, to $348.8 million for the
year ended December 31, 2005 from $293.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. This resulted in a
loss and LAE ratio of 90.3% for the year ended December 31, 2005, compared to 69.4% for the year ended
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December 31, 2004. The increase in losses and LAE was related to losses of $141.6 million from catastrophe
events. of which $131.9 million is attributable to Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma. Losses and LAE in the
2005 period include favorable loss development of $22.8 million attributable to 2004 and prior years. principally
related to favorable emergence on aviation, satellite and non-catastrophe property exposures in the period, and
include $1.7 miilion of net adverse development on prior period catastrophe losses due to loss emergence greater
than expectations. For the year ended December 31, 2004, losses and LAE reflect $21.4 million for property
catastrophe events including the 2004 Florida Hurricanes. Losses and LAE in the 2004 period include favorable
loss development of $0.2 million attributable to 2003 and prior years and include a benefit of $0.3 million from
prior period catastrophe losses.

U.S. Insurance Division — Losses and LAE increased by $70.5 million, or 54.2%, to $200.6 million for the
year ended December 31, 2005, from $130.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. This resulted in a
loss and LAE ratio of 62.0% for the year ended December 31, 2005, compared to 65.6% for the year ended
December 31, 2004. The increase in losses and LAE was related to the 63.0% increase in net premiums eamned,
losses of $0.4 million related to Hurricane Katrina and favorable loss development of $9.0 million on losses and
LAE attributable to 2004 and prior years due to favorable loss emergence on medical malpractice and general
liability exposures in the period. For the year ended December 31, 2004, losses and LAE related to 2003 and
prior years include favorable loss development of $1.2 million due to favorable loss emergence on private
passenger automobile liability in 2004.

Acquisition Costs. Acquisition costs for the year ended December 31, 2005 were $470.2 million, a
decrease of $45.7 million or 8.9%, compared to $515.9 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. The
resulting acquisition expense ratio, expressed as a percentage of net premiums earned, was 20.6% for the year
ended December 31. 2005, compared to 22.1% for the year ended December 31, 2004, a decrease of 1.5 points.
The Americas and London Market divisions’ acquisition ratios decreased by 2.1 points and 2.4 points
respectively, due to the change in composition of the mix of business written, while the EuroAsia division had a
slight increase of 0.5 points. The U.S. Insurance division increased 3.9 points due to a decrease in ceded
commissions as the division continues to increase its net retentions.

Acquisition costs are reduced by ceding commissions related to our Whole Account and Facultative Excess
of Loss Agreements, of $5.3 million and $2.7 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004,
respectively. The increase of $2.6 million in 2005 over 2004 was attributable to ceding commissions on higher
premiums ceded to these agreements during 2005. Ceding commissions due under certain of our Whole
Account Excess of Loss Agreements are deferred and will be received by us in future periods. Ceding
commissions have therefore been recorded at their present value, with the discount amortized over the expected
collection period. For years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, the discount recorded on ceding commissions is
$0.8 million and $2.1 million, respectively, which is net of the amortization of the discount recorded in prior
periods.

Other Undenwriting Expenses.  Other underwriting expenses for the year ended December 31, 2005 were
$146.0 million, compared to $120.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2004, The other underwriting
expense ratio, expressed as a percentage of net premiums earned, was 6.4% for the year ended December 31,
2005, compared to 5.2% for the year ended December 31, 2004. Other underwriting expenses increased while net
premiums earned decreased, resulting in a higher other underwriting expense ratio in 2005 as compared to 2004.
In addition, legal expenses of $8.4 million for the year ending December 31, 2005, primarily attributable to
outstanding litigation matters, increased by $4.5 million over 2004. This increase in other underwriting expenses
is also attributable to an increase in personnel related costs and related benefits. particularly in our U.S. Insurance
division.
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The following table reflects the acquisition and other underwriting expenses, expressed as a percentage of
net premiums earned, for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004 for each of our divisions:

December 31, Fercentage
Division 2005 2004 Change
AMIEIICAS . . Lo e e e 30.7% 30.5% 0.2
BurQASIa . ... o 265 254 1.1
London Market. . ... ... .. .. .. e 225 237 (1.2)
ULS. INSUrANCe .. ... e e 217 193 2.4
Total acquisition costs and other underwriting expense ratio . .......... 27.1% 27.3% (0.2)

The property and casuvalty reinsurance and insurance industry uses the combined ratio as a measure of
underwriting profitability, The GAAP combined ratio is the sum of losses and LAE as a percentage of net
premiums earned, plus underwriting expenses, which include acquisition costs and other underwriting expenses,
as a percentage of net premiums earned. The combined ratio reflects only underwriting results, and does not
include investment results. Underwriting profitability is subject to significant fluctuations due to catastrophic
events, competition, economic and soctal conditions, foreign currency fluctuations and other factors. Our
combined ratio was 117.6% for the year ended December 31, 2005, compared to 97.2% for the year ended
December 31, 2004, The following table reflects the combined ratio for the years ended December 31, 2005 and
2004 for each of our divisions:

December 31, Percentage
Division 2005 2004 Change
AMETICAS . o ot ittt et e e e 143.5% 104.3% 39.2
BuroASia. . ... 89.7 87.6 2.1
London Market. .. ... . ... . 112.8 93.1 19.7
US. INSUTANCE . ..ot e e e et e e 83.7 84.9 (1.2)
Total combined ratio . ......... . ... o . 117.6% 97.2% 20.4

Investment Results

Net Investment Income. Net investment income for the year ended December 31, 2005 increased by
$55.9 million, or 34.0%, to $220.1 million, from $164.2 million for the year ended December 31, 2004 driven by
an $845.6 million or 16.5% increase in total investments and cash over the period. Net investment income is
comprised of gross investment income of $247.8 million less investment expenses of $27.7 million for the year
ended December 31, 2005, compared to gross investment income of $194.8 million less investment expenses of
$30.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. Higher net investment income for the year ended
December 31, 2005 is primarily attributable to the following:

* an increase of $857.6 million or 18.3% in average invested assets for the year ended December 31, 2005
over 2004, and higher short term rates over the period

* an increase of $26.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 over 2004 in net income due to equity
accounting of HWIC Asia, an investment vehicle which is included in common stock, at equity. Net
investment income on equity securities includes, in accordance with the equity method of accounting,
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realized investment gains attributable to our equity investment in HWIC Asia. Our equity in the net
income of HWIC Asia is comprised of the following items (in millions):

Years Ended

December 31,

2005 2004

Equity in net investment income Of HWIC ASIQ ... vt iiinem e $ 51 %49
Equity in net realized capital gains of HWIC ASia ... vvvi e 279 14
Equity in net income of HWIC Asia, BEfOTE TAXES .« o o v v v vem e $33.0 E_:?)_

e 4 decrease of $18.6 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 over 2004 in net income due to equity
accounting of Advent Capital (Holdings) PLC, a Lloyd’s syndicate, which is included in common stock,
at equity. This resulted in a net loss of $15.4 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 from net
income of $3.2 million in 2004, primarily refiecting catastrophe losses from Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and
Wilma during 2005,

o an increase of $6.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 over 2004 in net investment income on
other invested assets, which primarily refiects interest income atiributable to our total return swaps on
equity indexes and includes income from hedge funds and private equity investments of $15.6 million and
$15.9 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and December 31, 2004, respectively.

Excluding the positive impact of realized capital gains attributable to our equity investment in HWIC Asia
and the negative impact of the 2005 loss attributable to Advent, net investment income for the year ended
December 31, 2005 was $207.6 million, an increase of $47.9 million or 30.0%, from $159.7 million for the year
ended December 31, 2004, We believe this figure is more representative of investment income from our ongoing
investment activities.

Our total effective annualized yield on average invested assets, net of expense but before the impact of
interest expense from funds held balances and the positive impact of realized gains attributable to HWIC Asia,
was 3.8% and 3.9% for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively. Also excluding the negative
impact of the 2005 losses attributable to Advent, our total effective annualized yield, net of expenses but before
the impact of interest expense from funds held balances, was 4.1% and 3.8% for each of the years ended
December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively.

Interest expense on funds held, which is included in investment expenses, and primarily relates to our Whole
Account and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreements, was $18.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2005,
representing a decrease of $1.4 million, or 7.0%, from $20.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2004, The
lower amount of interest expense was due to reduced amounts ceded to the treaties in 2004, which resulted in
Jower interest expense associated with ceded amounts during the period.

Net Realized Investmeni Gains. Net realized investment gains of $59.9 million for the year ended
December 31, 2005 decreased by $62.1 million from $122.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2004. The
decrease in net realized investment gains is principally due to higher gains from fixed income securities, which
were offset by lower gains from equity securities and higher losses from derivative securities and other
investments. The total net realized investment gains for the year ended December 31, 2005 of $64.7 million on
equity securities, primarily reflect a gain of $47.0 million related to the sale of Zenith National Insurance Corp.
(“Zenith™) securities and also includes realized losses of $17.6 million related to other-than-temporary
impairments on selected securities. Net realized investment gains from fixed income securities of $82.0 million
for the year ended December 31, 2005 increased by $28.5 million over 2004, primarily reflecting gains on
U.S. Treasury securities sold through the year. Realized investment gains include mark-to-market movements on
derivative securities, including credit default swaps and total return swaps on equity indexes. The net investment
loss on derivative securities of $38.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 increased by $11.7 million
over 2004. Net realized investment losses from other securities were $48.0 million for the year ended
December 31, 2005, representing an adverse change of $51.2 million over 2004, primarily refiecting unrealized
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foreign exchange rate losses on short term securities and impairment of certain investments included in other
invested assets.

During the year ended December 31, 2005, net realized investment gains were reduced by other-than-
temporary impairment losses in the amount of $54.9 million, with $37.3 million relating to fixed income
securities and other invested assets and $17.6 million relating to equity securities. Other-than temporary
impairments reflect situations where the market value was below the cost of the securities and the ability of the
security to recover its value could not be reasonably determined. Other-than temporary impairments also include
$19.4 million for securities which have no quoted prices, to reflect the deterioration in the underlying financial
position of the securities. There were no other-than-temporary impairment losses during the year ended
December 31, 2004,

Other Results, Principally Holding Company and Income Taxes

Other Expenses, Net. Other expenses, net, for the year ended December 31, 2005, were $27.0 million,
compared 0 $17.2 miltion for the year ended December 31, 2004. The other expense is primarily comprised of
operating expenses of our holding company and includes audit related fees, Sarbanes-Oxley compliance
consulting fees, corporate-related legal fees, consulting fees, and compensation expense, including the amortiza-
tion of restricted share grants. The increase of $9.8 million for the year ended December 31, 2003 over 2004 is
primarily comprised of: (i) an increase of $4.1 million related to consuiting fees in implementing procedures and
documentation for Sarbanes-Oxley, (i) an increase of $1.4 million as a result of higher amortization expense of
restricted stock, (iil) $2.1 million related to the renewal of the employment contract of our Chief Executive
Officer, which is reflected in 2005 and (iv) $1.7 miilion related to the amortization of information technology
development costs during 2005.

Interest Expense. We incurred interest expense, related to our debt obligations, of $30.0 million and
$25.6 million for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively. The higher amount of interest
expense primarily reflects our $125.0 million senior notes offering completed in May 2005.

Federal and Foreign Income Tax Benefit/Provision.  As a result of our loss for the year ended December 31,
2005, our federal and foreign income tax provision for the year ended December 31, 2005 decreased by
$170.2 million, to a benefit of $66.1 million, compared to a provision of $104.1 million for the year ended
December 31, 2004. Our effective tax rates were 36.4% and 33.7% for the years ended December 31, 2005 and
2004, respectively.

Preferred Dividends. We recorded preferred dividends related to our Series A and Series B non-cumulative
perpetual preferred shares of $1.9 million after-tax for the year ended December 31, 2005. There were no
amounts in 2004, as the preferred shares were first issued in QOctober 2005,

Liquidity and Capital Resources

Qur shareholders’ equity increased by $444.1 million, or 27.1%, to $2,083.6 million as of December 31,
2006, from $1,639.5 million as of December 31, 2005. The net increase as of December 31, 2006 compared to
December 31, 2005 was primarily attributable to net income of $507.9 million and an increase to additional paid
in capital of $43.7 million principally resulting from the conversion of a portion of ocur convertible debt into our
common stock, These increases were offset by a decrease in accumulated other comprehensive income of
$93.7 million, after-tax, of which $82.8 million relates to a decrease in unrealized appreciation and $10.2 miilion
relates to the adoption of SFAS 158 (see Note 19 to our consolidated financial statements included in this
Form 10-K). Our book value per common share was $27.92 as of December 31, 2006, representing an increase of
$5.61 from the book value per common share of $322.31 as of December 31, 2005 and an increase of $0.88 from
the book value per common share of $27.04 as of September 30, 2006.

The following table reconciles total shareholders’ equity, a GAAP financial measure, to common sharehold-
ers’ equity, a non-GAAP financial measure, as used in the book value per common share calculation. We believe

87




this presentation may be useful to investors who utilize common sharebolders’ equity in their return on equity
calculation,
December 31

2006 2005

{In millions, except per share
and share amounts)

Total shareholders’ equity .................................... § 20836 $ 16395
Less: equity related to preferred stock .......................... 97.5 97.5
Total common shareholders’ equity ............................. $ 19861 $ 1,5420
Common shares outstanding. .. .......oo ottt en et 71,140,948 69,127,532
Book value per common share.............. .. ... .. ... ... ..... 5 2792 § 22.31

On November 28, 2006, we completed the private sale of $40.0 million aggregate principal amount of
floating rate senior debentures, Series C (the “Notes™), maturing on December 15, 2021. Interest on the Notes
acerues at a rate per annum equal to three-month London Interbank Offer Rate (“LIBOR™), reset quarterly, plus
2.50%. and is payable quarterly in arrears on March 15, June 15, September 15 and December 15 of each year
starting on March 15, 2007. We have the option to redeem the Notes at par, plus accrued and unpaid interest, in
whole or in part on any interest payment date on or after December 15, 2011. The proceeds were used to retire, in
November 2006, our 7.49% Senior Notes.

On February 22, 2006, we issued $100.0 million aggregate principal amount of floating rate senior
debentures, pursuant to a private placement. The net proceeds from the offering, after fees and expenses, were
$99.3 million. Use of proceeds was for general corporate purposes, including a capital contribution to Odyssey
America. The debentures were sold in two tranches, $50.0 million of Series A due March 15, 2021, and
$50.0 million of Series B due March 15, 2016. Interest on each series of debentures is due quarterly on March 15,
June 15, September 15 and December 15. The interest rate on each series of debentures is equal to the three-
month LIBOR, which is calculated on a quarterly basis, plus 2.20%. The interest rate from February 22, 2006
through March 16, 2006 on each series of debentures was 6.97% per annum. Pursuant to the terms of the
indentures. as a result of the detay in filing our 2005 Annual Report on Form 10-K, the annual interest rate on
each series of debentures was increased, as of March 17, 2006, 1o the three-month LIBOR as of March 15, 2006
plus 3.20%. which equaled 8.12%. This interest rate remained in effect until the filing of our Annual Report on
Form 10-K on March 31, 2006. after which it reverted to 6.97% through June 14, 2006. As of December 31,
2006, the current annual interest rate on each series of debentures is 7.56%. The Series A debentures are callable
by us in 2011 at their par value, plus accrued and unpaid interest, and the Series B debentures are callable by us
in 2009 at their par value, plus accrued and unpaid interest.

During the second quarter of 2005. we issued $125.0 million aggregate principal amount of senior notes due
May 1, 2015. The issue was sold at a discount of $0.8 million, which is being amortized over the life of the notes.
Interest accrues on the senior notes at a fixed rate of 6.875% per annum which is due semi-annually on May 1 and
November 1. These senior notes are reflected on our December 31, 2006 consolidated balance sheet at a value of
$124.3 million.

In June 2002, we issued $110.0 million aggregate principal amount of 4.375% convertible senior debentures
due 2022 (*Convertible Notes™). On August 14, 2006, in accordance with the terms of the indenture under which
the Convertible Notes were issued, the Convertible Notes became convertible, at the option of the holders, into
shares of our common stock at a fixed rate of 46.9925 shares per $1,000 principal amount of Convertible Notes,
which represents a conversion price of $21.28 per share. The convertibility trigger was met as a result of our
commeon shares trading at or above $25.54 per share for a specified period of time. Pursuant to the terms of the
indenture, we are permitted to satisfy our conversion obligations in stock or in cash, or in a combination thereof.
To date, we have elected to satisfy ali conversion obligations with common shares, and therefore, as of
December 31, 2006, we had issued a total of 1,838,151 common shares to satisfy conversions up to that date.
During February 2007, we issued 46,992 common shares related to $1.0 million principal amount of Convertible
Notes subject to a notice of conversion received in December 2006. Subsequent to December 31, 2006, we have
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not received conversion notices related to the remaining $22.5 million principal value of Convertible Notes,
which could be converted into cash or 1.1 million shares of our common stock, or a combination of cash and
stock. at our election. In February 2007, we announced that the Convertible Notes will continue to be convertible
during the period from February 14, 2007 through May 13, 2007. For more information regarding the Convertible
Notes, see Note 13 to the consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K.

On October 12, 2005, we completed the sale of 4.1 million of our common shares at a price of $24.96 per
share, resulting in total common shares outstanding as of December 31, 2005 of 69.1 million shares. Fairfax
purchased 3.1 million shares in the offering. Net proceeds to us, net of underwriting discounts and commissions,
were $102.1 million. On October 20, 2005, we completed the sale of $100.0 million of non-cumulative perpetual
preferred shares through the sale of 2.0 million of our 8.125% Series A perpetual preferred shares, with a
liquidation preference of $25.00 per share, and 2.0 million of our floating rate Series B preferred shares, with a
liquidation preference of $25.00 per share. The aggregate net proceeds from the Series A and Series B perpetual
preferred share offerings were $97.5 million. The proceeds from these transactions were used for general
corporate purposes, including capital contributions to our operating subsidiaries.

Please see Note 13 to our consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K for complete
disclosure of our debt obligations, common shares and preferred shares.

During 2005, we contributed $185.0 million to Odyssey America. Effective December 31, 2005, we received
approval from the Connecticut Insurance Commissioner to make a $200.0 million capital contribution to Odyssey
America, to be completed prior to February 28, 2006. In February 2006, we completed the $200.0 million capital
contribution to Odyssey America, funded with holding company cash resources, including the proceeds from our
financing transactions completed in October 2005 and February 2006.

Holding company cash and cash equivalents equaled $58.8 million as of December 31, 2006, as compared to
$102.4 million as of December 31, 2005, with the lower amount primarily due to capital contributions made to
Odyssey America. As a holding company, our assets are principally comprised of the shares of Odyssey America,
and cur principal sources of funds are cash dividends and other permitied payments from our operating
subsidiaries, primarily Odyssey America. If our subsidiaries are unable to make payments to us, or are able to pay
only limited amounts, we may be unable to pay dividends on our common or preferred shares or make payments
on our indebtedness. The payment of dividends by our operating subsidiaries is subject to restrictions set forth in
the insurance laws and regulations of Connecticut, Delaware, New York and the United Kingdom. During 2007,
Odyssey America can pay dividends to the holding company of $561.7 million without prior regulatory approval.
Qdyssey America paid a dividend of $60.0 mitlion to the helding company during 2006.

Odyssey America’s liquidity requirements are principally met by cash flows from operating activities, which
principally result from collections of premiums, reinsurance recoverables and investment income, net of paid
losses, acquisition costs and underwriting and investment expenses. We seek to maintain sufficient liquidity to
satisfy the timing of projected claim payments and operating expenses. The estimate, timing and ultimate amount
of actual claim payments is inherently uncertain and will vary based on many factors including the frequency and
severity of losses across various lines of business. Claim payments can accelerate due to a variety of factors,
including losses stemming from catastrophic events, which are typically paid out in a short period of time, legal
settlements or emerging claim issues, We estimate claim payments, net of associated reinsurance recoveries, of
approximately $1.3 billion during 2007. The timing and certainty of associated reinsurance collections which
may be due to us can add uncertainty to our liquidity position to the extent amounts are not received on a timely
basis. As of December 31, 2006, our operating subsidiaries maintained cash and cash equivalents of $2.0 billion,
which is readily available for expected claim payments. In addition, our liquidity is enhanced through the
collection of premiums on new business written through the year. We believe our cash resources, together with
readily marketable securities, are sufficient to satisfy expected payment obligations, including any unexpected
acceleration in claim payments or timing differences in collecting reinsurance recoverables.

Although the obligations of our reinsurers to make payments to us are based on specific contract provisions,
these amounts only become recoverable when we make a payment of the associated loss amount, which may be
several years, or in some cases decades, after the actual loss occurred. Reinsurance recoverables on unpaid losses,
which represent 92.5% of our total reinsurance recoverables as of December 31, 2006, will not be due for
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collection until some time in the future, and over this period of time, economic conditions and the operational
performance of a particular reinsurer may negatively impact its ability to meet its future obligations to us. We
manage our exposure by entering into reinsurance transactions with companies that have a strong capital position
and a favorable long term financial profile.

Our total reinsurance recoverable on paid losses as of December 31, 2006, net of the reserve for
uncollectible paid and unpaid reinsurance, which is established based on an evaluation of each reinsurer or
retrocessionaire and historical experience, is $59.8 million. The top ten reinsurers measured on total reinsurance
recoverables represent $35.6 million, or 59.5% of the total paid loss recoverable, of which $12.1 million is
collateralized and the remaining $23.5 million is with highly rated companies. The remaining $24.2 million
recoverable on paid losses is with numerous companies, and no single company has a balance greater than
$4.4 million net of the reserve on uncollectible reinsurance.

Approximately $35.1 million of our total reinsurance recoverable is current billings, and $24.7 million is
over 120 days past due. The change in the economic conditions of any of our retrocessionaires may impact their
ability to meet their obligations and negatively impact our liquidity.

Cash provided by operations was $752.3 million for the year ended December 31, 2006, compared to
$395.7 million for the year ended December 31, 2005.

Total investments and cash amounted to $7.1 billion as of December 31, 2006, an increase of $1.1 billion
compared to December 31, 2005. Qur average invested assets were $6.5 billion for the year ended December 31,
2006, us compared to $5.5 billion for the vear ended December 31, 2005. It is anticipated that our cash and cash
equivalents will continue to be reinvested on a basis consistent with our long-term, value oriented investment
philosophy. Cash and short-term investments, excluding our cash collateral for borrowed securities, represented
32.6% and 28.9%, respectively, of our total investments and cash as of December 31, 2006 and December 31,
2005. Total fixed income securities were $3.5 billion as of December 31, 2006. The fixed income securities
portfolio has a weighted average security rating of “AA” as measured by Standard and Poor’s. The duration of
our investment portfolio, including cash and cash equivalents, was 4.7 years, which exceeds the duration of our
liabilities. We believe this difference is mitigated by the significant amount of cash and cash equivalents
maintained within our portfolio.

Tota) investiments and cash exclude amounts receivable for securities sold and amounts payable for securities
purchased. representing the timing between the trade date and settlement date of securities sold and purchased.
As of December 31. 2006 and 2005, we had a receivable for securities sold of $21.3 million and $2.9 miilion,
respectively, which is included in other assets, and a payable for securities purchased of $13.0 million and
$9.5 million, respectively, which is included in other liabilities.

We participate in Lloyd’s through our 100% ownership of Newline Syndicate 1218 (“Syndicate 1218™),
where we provide 100% of the capacity for Newline. The results of Syndicate 1218 are consolidated in our
consolidated finuncial statements. In support of its capacity at Lloyd’s, Odyssey America has pledged
U.S. Treasury Notes and cash, with a fair value of $247.7 million as of December 31, 2006, in a deposit trust
account in favor of the Society and Council of Lloyd’s. These securities may be substituted with other securities
at our discretion, subject to approval by Lloyd's. The securities are carried at fair value and are included in
investments and cash in our consolidated balance sheets. Interest earned on the securities is included in
investment income. The pledge of assets in support of Syndicate 1218 provides us with the ability to participate
in writing business through Lloyd's, which remains an important part of our business. The pledged assets
effectively secure the contingent obligations of Syndicate 1218 should it not meet its obligations. Odyssey
America’s contingent liability to the Society and Council of Lloyd’s is limited to the aggregate amount of the
pledged assets. We have the ability 10 remove funds at Lloyd’s annuaily, subject to certain minimum amounts
required to support its outstanding liabilities as determined under risk based capital models and approved by
Lloyd’s. The funds used to support outstanding liabilities are adjusted annually and our obligation to support
these liabilities will continue until they are settled or the liabilities are reinsured by a third party approved by
Lloyd’s. We expect to continue 1o actively operate Syndicate 1218 and support its requirements at Lloyd’s. We
believe that Syndicate 1218 maintains sufficient liquidity and financial resources to support its ultimate liabilities
and we do not anticipate that the pledged assets will be utilized.
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During the second quarter of 2004, Odyssey America pledged U.S. Treasury Notes with a par value of
$162.0 million (*‘the pledged assets™), or approximately £110.0 million equivalent, to the Society and Council of
Lloyd’s on behalf of Advent Capital (Holdings) PLC (““Advent™) to support Advent’s underwriting activities for
the 2001 to 2005 underwriting years of account. Advent is 44.5% owned by Fairfax and its affiliates, which
includes 8.1% held by us. nSpire Re Limited (“nSpire Re™), a subsidiary of Fairfax, had previously pledged
assets at Lloyd’s on behalf of Advent pursuant to a November 2000 agreement with Advent. Advent is
responsible for the payment of any losses to support its underwriting activities and the capital resources of
Advent, including its newly deposited funds at Lloyd’s, are first available to support any losses prior to a draw
down of Odyssey America’s pledged assets. In consideration of Odyssey America pledging the assets, nSpire Re
agreed to pay Odyssey America a fee equal to 2.0% per annum of the pledged assets, which we consider to be
representative of commercial market terms. The pledged assets continue to be owned by Odyssey America, and
Odyssey America receives any investment income thereon. The securities are carried at fair value and are
included in investments and cash in our consolidated balance sheets. Interest earned on the securities is included
in investment income. As additional consideration for, and further protection of, the pledged assets, nSpire Re has
provided Odyssey America with indemnification in the event of a draw down on the pledged assets. Odyssey
America retains the right to withdraw the pledged assets at any time upon 180 days advance written notice to
nSpire Re. nSpire Re retains the obligation to pledge assets on behalf of Advent. In any event, the placement of
funds at Lloyd’s will automatically terminate effective no later than December 31, 2008 and any remaining
pledged assets will revert to Odyssey America at that time. The pledge of assets is not considered material to our
liquidity and capital resources. In January 2006, Odyssey America received assets with a par value of
348.6 million, representing a permanent reduction and unconditional release of such amount, prior to the stated
termination date, following the deposit by Advent of £38.0 million in new funds at Lloyd’s. In September 2006,
Odyssey America received assets with a par value of $10.7 million, representing a permanent reduction and
unconditional release of such amount, prior to the stated termination date, following the deposit by Advent of
such amount in new funds at Lloyd’s. Following these returns of assets, and as of December 31, 2006, Odyssey
America continues to have a par value of $102.7 million, or approximately £52.5 million equivalent, pledged to
Lloyd’s in support of Advent and will continue to receive a fee for these pledged assets, The fair market value of
the pledged assets is $128.2 million, or approximately £65.5 million equivalent. We believe that the financial
resources of Advent provide adequate protection to support its liabilities in the ordinary course of business.

On November 29, 2006, our Board of Directors declared a quarterly cash dividend of $0.03125 per common
share to be paid on December 29, 2006 to all common shareholders of record as of December 15, 2006. During
each of the four quarters of 2006, our Board of Directors declared quarterly cash dividends of $0.03125 per
common share, resulting in an aggregate dividend of $2.2 million paid in each quarter. On February 22, 2007, our
Board of Directors announced that it had increased our quarterly dividend to $0.0625 per common share, double
its previous level, and declared a dividend payable on March 30, 2007 to shareholders of record at the close of
business on March 16, 2007,

On November 29, 2006, the Board of Directors declared guarterly dividends of $0.5078125 per share on our
8.125% Series A preferred shares and $0.5389844 per share on our floating rate Series B preferred shares. The
total dividends of $2.1 million were paid on January 22, 2007 to Series A and Series B preferred shareholders of
record on December 31, 2006.

On September 23, 2005, we entered into a credit agreement that provides for a three-year revolving credit
facility of $150.0 million, which is available for direct, unsecured borrowings. The credit facility is available for
working capital and other corporate purposes, and for the issuance of secured or unsecured letters of credit.
Wachovia Bank, N.A. is the administrative agent for the credit facility and is one of a group of lenders
thereunder. As of December 31, 2006, there was $55.0 million outstanding under the credit agreement, all of
which was in support of letters of credit. Loans under the credit facility will bear interest at a fluctuating rate per
annum equal to the higher of (a) the federal funds rate plus 0.5% and (b) Wachovia Bank, N.A.’s publicly
announced prime rate. Alternatively, at our option, loans will bear interest at the LIBOR, which is the offered rate
that appears on the page of the Telerate screen that displays an average British Bankers Association Interest
Settlement Rate for deposits in dollars, plus 0.85%. This credit facility replaced our $90,0 million facility, which
terminated on September 23, 2005.
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Financial Strength and Credit Ratings

The Company and its subsidiaries are assigned financial strength (insurance) and credit ratings from
internationally recognized rating agencies, which include A.M. Best Company, Inc., Standard & Poor’s Insurance
Rating Services and Moody’s Investors Service. Financial strength ratings represent the opinions of the rating
agencies of the financial strength of a company and its capacity to meet the obligations of insurance and
reinsurance contracts. The rating agencies consider many factors in determining the financial strength rating of an
insurance or reinsurance company, including the relative level of statutory surplus necessary to support the
business operations of the company.

These ratings are used by insurers. reinsurers and intermediaries as an important means of assessing the
financial strength and quality of reinsurers. A reduction in our financial strength ratings could limit or prevent us
from writing new reinsurance or insurance business. The financial strength ratings of our principal operating
subsidiaries are: A.M. Best: “A” (Excellent); Standard & Poor’s: “A-" (Strong); and Moody’s: “A3” (Good
Financial Security). These ratings are based upon factors relevant to policyholders, agents and intermediaries and
are not directed toward the protection of investors, nor are they recommendations to buy, sell or hold securities.

Our senjor unsecured debt is currently rated “BBB-" by Standard & Poor’s, “Baa3” by Moody’s and
“bbb™ by A.M. Best. Our Series A and Series B preferred shares are currently rated “BB” by Standard & Poor’s,
“Ba2” by Moody’s and “bb+” by A.M. Best. “See Part 1, Item 1 — Business-Ratings™ for further detail
regarding our and our subsidiaries’ ratings.

Recent Accounting Pronouncements

In February 2006, the FASB issued SFAS 155, “Accounting for Certain Hybrid Financial Instruments — an
amendment of SFAS 133 and 140.” SFAS 155 amends SFAS 133, *Accounting for Derivative Instruments and
Hedging Activities,” and SFAS 140, “Accounting for Transfers and Servicing of Financial Assets and
Extinguishments of Liabilities,” and clarifies SFAS 133 Implementation Issue DI, “application of State-
ment 133 to Beneficial Interests in Securitized Financial Assets.” SFAS 155 applies to certain “hybrid financial
instruments,” which are instruments that contain embedded derivatives. The standard establishes a requirement to
evaluate beneficial interests in securitized financial assets to determine if the interests represent freestanding
derivatives or are hybrid financial instruments containing embedded derivatives requiring bifurcation. SFAS 153
also permits an election for fair value measurement of any hybrid financial instrument containing an embedded
derivative that otherwise would have required bifurcation under SFAS 133, including financial instruments
previously recorded by us under SFAS 133. The fair value election can be applied to existing instruments on an
instrument-by-instrument basis at the date of adoption and can be applied 10 new instruments on a prospective
basis. SFAS 155 will be effective in fiscal years that begin after September 15, 2006. We expect to elect fair value
measurement of hybrid financial instruments under SFAS 155 effective with its adoption on January 1, 2007,
Prior to January 1, 2007, we bifurcated the embedded derivatives in its investments in convertible securities and
changes in the fair value of the host instrument will be recorded as unrealized investment gains and losses while
changes in the fair value of the embedded derivative will be recorded as realized investment gains and losses. As
of December 31, 2006, the fair value of the host instruments included in fixed income securities was
$268.1 million and the fair value of embedded derivatives included in other invested assets was $15.1 million.
Upon adopting SFAS 155, we will record a cumulative adjustment of $16.5 million to reclassify unrealized
investment gains, net of tax, to opening retained earnings. Subsequent to January 1, 2007, changes in the fair
value of securitics accounted for in accordance with SFAS 155 will be recorded in realized investment gains ot
losses.

In June 2006, the FASB issued FASB Interpretation 48 (“*FIN 48", *Accounting for Uncertainty in Income
Taxes.” The Interpretation clarifies the accounting for uncertainty in income taxes recognized in a company’s
financial statements in accordance with SFAS 109, “ Accounting for Income Taxes.” Specifically, the Interpreta-
tion prescribes a recognition threshold and a measurement attribute for the financial staterment recognition and
measurement of a tax position taken or expected to be taken in a tax return. The Interpretation also provides
guidance on the related derecognition, classification, interest and penalties, accounting for interim periods,

disclosure and transition of uncertain tax positions. The Interpretation is effective for fiscal years beginning after
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December 15, 2006. We have completed a thorough analysis of FIN 48 and do not expect any material effect on
our consolidated financial staternents.

In August 2006, the SEC issued a final rule entitled “Executive Compensation and Related Person
Disclosure.” The rule amends the disclosure requirements for executive and director compensation, related
person transactions, director independence and other corporate governance matters and security ownership of
officers and directors. These amendments apply to disclosure in proxy and information statements, periodic
reports, current reports and other filings. The rule is effective in current reports on Form 8-K for reportable events
that occur on or after November 7, 2006 and in annual filings for fiscal years ending on or after December 15,
2006. We will provide this information in its 2006 Proxy Statement and other relevant filings,

In September 20006, the FASB issued SFAS 157, “Fair Value Measurements,” to define existing fair value
measurements, create a framework for measuring fair value, and expand disclosures about fair value measure-
ments. SFAS 157 is effective for financial statements issued for fiscal years beginning after November 15, 2007.
We are currently evaluating the impact of the adoption of SFAS 157, if any, on our financial position or results of
operations.

In September 2006, the FASB issued SFAS 158, “Employers’ Accounting for Defined Benefit Pension and
Other Postretirement Plans -— an amendment of SFAS 87, 88, 106, and 132(R)”. SFAS 158 required, as of
December 31, 2006, us to recognize the overfunded or underfunded status of a defined benefit postretirement
plan, including pension plans, as an asset or liability in its balance sheet and to recognize changes in that funded
status in the year in which the changes occur through comprehensive income. We adopted the recognition
provisions of SFAS 158. As a result of the adoption, we recorded a one-time charge of $15.7 million to increase
other liabilities, a $5.5 million deferred tax asset and a $10.2 million decrease to accumulated other
comprehensive income on our balance sheet. In addition, SFAS 158 requires that, as of December 31, 2008,
employers measure plan assets and liabilities as of the date of their financial statements. SFAS 158 does not
require retrospective application.

In September 2006, the SEC issued Staff Accounting Bulletin 108 (**SAB 108") “Considering the Effects of
Prior Year Misstatements when Quantifying Misstatements in Current Year Financial Statements.” SAB 108
provides guidance on evaluating a misstatement and determining its materiality using the iron curtain (balance
sheet analysis) and rollover (income statement analysis) approaches, as well as correcting errors under the
approaches and transition guidance. SAB 108 is effective for fiscal years ending on or after November 15, 2006,
There was no effect to our consolidated financial statements resulting from the adoption of SAB 108.

In February 2007, the FASB issued SFAS No. 159, “The Fair Value Option for Financial Assets and
Financial Liabilities — Including an Amendment of FASB Statement No. 115, which provides a fair value
option to measure many financial instruments and certain other assets and liabilities at fair value on an
instrument-by-instrument basis. SFAS No. 159 is effective for us beginning in the first quarter of 2008. We are
evaluating the impact of the adoption of SFAS 159 on our consolidated financial statements.

Off-Balance Sheet Arrangements

We have certain business arrangements with affiliated companies that have financial implications. A
description of these arrangements is provided in Note 16 to our consolidated financial statements included in this
Form 10-K.

Market Sensitive Instruments

The term “market risk™ refers to the risk of loss arising from adverse changes in prices. We believe that we
are principally exposed to four types of market risk related to our investment operations. These risks are interest
rate risk, credit risk, equity price risk and foreign currency risk. Market sensitive instruments discussed in this
section principally relate to our fixed income securitics and common stocks carried at fair value which are
classified as available for sale, As of December 31, 2006, our total investments and cash of $7.1 billion includes
$3.5 billion of fixed income securities that are subject primarily to interest rate risk and credit risk.
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Interest Rate Risk

The table below displays the potential impact (in millions) of market value fluctuations on our fixed income
securities portfolio as of December 31, 2006 and December 31. 2005, based on parallel 200 basis point shifts in
interest rates up and down in 100 basis point increments. This analysis was performed on each security
individually.

As of December 31, 2006 As of December 31, 2005
Fair Value Fair Value
of Fixed of Fixed
Percent Change in Interest Income H%'pnlhcﬁcnl Hypothetical Income Hg'pothetic:ﬂ Hypothetical
Rales Portfolio Change % Change Portfolio Change % Change

(In millions)

200 basis point rise . . . .. $3,026.2  $(475.3) (13.6)% $2,155.1 $(439.8) (16.9%
100 basis point rise ... .. 3.246.2 (255.4) (7.3) 2.3553 (239.6) (9.2)
Base Scenario ......... 3.501.6 — — 2,594.9 — —
[00 basis point decline .. 3.805.9 304.3 R7 2,882.4 287.5 1.1
200 basis point decline .. 4.156.7 655.1 18.7 3.221.3 626.4 24.1

The preceding table indicates an asymmetric market value response 10 equivalent basis point shifts, up and
down. in interest rates. This partly reflects exposure to fixed income securities containing a put feature. In total,
securities with a put feature represent approximately 4% and 5% of the fair market value of the total fixed income
portfolio as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively. The asymmetric market value response
reflects our ability to put these bonds back to the issuer for early maturity in a rising interest rate environment
(thereby limiting market value loss) but to hold these bonds to their much longer full maturity dates in a falling
interest rate environment (thereby maximizing the full benefit of higher market values in that environment).

As of December 31, 2006, we had net unrealized gains of $36.0 million. before taxes, related to our total
investments and cash. This net amount was comprised of gross unrealized appreciation of $150.1 million, offset
by gross unrealized depreciation of $114.1 million, which includes gross unrealized appreciation of $123.3 mil-
lion and gross unrcalized depreciation of $109.9 million refaled to fixed income securities and common stocks
carried at fair value.

We purchase interest rate options from time 1o time to protect us from movements in interest rates. During
the tirst quarter of 2006, we purchased a 20-year swaption contract with a notional amount of $550.0 million,
which provides an economic hedge against a decline in our fixed income portfolio as a result of an increase in
interest rates. This contract replaced a 10-year swaption with a notional amount of $1.0 billion, initially
purchased during the second quarter of 2005, which was closed during the first quarter of 2006 for consideration
of $4.1 million, resulting in a realized loss of $1.7 million. The swaption gives us the option, but not the
obligation, 10 enter into an interest rate swap contract under which we would receive a floating interest rate and
pay a fixed interest rate based on the notional amount of the contract of $350.0 million. The cost of the swaption
was $9.6 million. This contract was closed and not replaced during the third quarter of 2006 for consideration of
$8.2 million, resulting in a realized loss of $1.4 million.

Disclosure About Limitations of Interest Rate Sensitivity Analysis

Computations of the prospective effects of hypothetical interest rate changes are based on numerous
assumptions, including the maintenance of the existing level and composition of fixed income security assets, and
should not be relied on as indicative of future results.

Certain shortcomings are inherent in the method of analysis used in the computation of the fair value of fixed
rate instruments. Actual values may differ from those projections presented should market conditions vary from
assumptions used in the calculation of the fair value of individual securities, including non-parallel shifts in the
term structure of interest rates and a change in individual issuer credit spreads.
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Credit Risk

We have exposure to credit risk, primarily as a holder of fixed income securities. We control this exposure by
emphasizing investment grade ratings in the fixed income securities we purchase. We also have exposure to credit
risk associated with the collection of current and future amounts owing from our reinsurers. We control this
exposure by emphasizing reinsurers with financial strength.

As of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, 89.5% and 81.7%., respectively, of the aggregate fair
value of our fixed income securities consisted of securities rated investment grade, with 10.5% and 18.3%,
respectively, rated below investment grade.

We have purchased credit defavlt swaps, which are included in other invested assets, that provide a hedge
against adverse movements in the fair value of investments and other corporate assets resulting from systemic
financial and credit risk. Under a credit default swap, we agree to pay at specified periods fixed premium amounts
based on an agreed notional principal amount in exchange for the credit default protection on a specified asset.
Credit default swaps are recorded at fair value, with the related changes in fair value recognized as a realized gain
or loss in the period in which they occur. The total cost of the credit default swaps was $75.6 million as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005, and the fair value was $13.5 million and $36.2 million, as of December 31, 2006
and 2005, respectively. The notional amount of credit default swaps was $3.3 billion as of December 31, 2006
and 2005, The net change in the fair value of the credit default swaps resulted in a net realized loss of
$22.6 million, $36.2 million and $4.5 million for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004,
respectively.

As of December 31, 2006, our holdings of financial instruments without quoted prices, or “non-traded
investments,” included a collateral loan, which was fully impaired during 2005. We routinely evaluate the
carrying value of these investments by reviewing the respective borrowers’ current financial positions, and the
timelingss of their interest and principal payments. As a result of this review, we recognized an other-than-
temporary write-down of $17.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 related to one of the loans. In
addition, a collateral loan, which had a value of $7.3 million as of December 31, 2005, was fully paid during
2006. As of December 31, 2005, our holdings consisted of these two collateral loans totaling $7.3 million. These
collateral loans, which are included in other investments, were valued at their unpaid principal balances, reduced
by amounts recorded as an other-than-temporary write-down.

Eguity Price Risk

In the third quarter of 2004, we sold short Standard & Poor’s 500 depository receipts (“SPDRs”) and the
Financial Select SPDR Fund (“XLF") as an economic hedge against a general decline in our equity portfolio. In
order to reduce the margin maintenance requirements for these short positions, we replaced the short positions
with total return swaps, which had aggregate notional amounts of $581.4 million and $451.8 million as of
December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively. The margin maintenance requirement related to the
total return swaps was $10.5 million and $96.4 million as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005,
respectively. During the year ended December 31, 2006, total return swap contracts with an aggregate notional
amount of $969.8 million expired at a net realized loss of $73.0 million. These total return swap contracts were
replaced by total return swap contracts with an aggregate notional amount of $1,099.4 million. The swap
transactions terminate during 2007. As of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, we have provided
$52.1 million and $104.3 million, respectively, of U.S. Treasury bills as collateral for the swap transactions. The
swap transactions are recorded at fair value in other liabilities and changes in the fair value are recorded as
realized gains or losses in the consolidated statement of operations in the period in which they occur. For the
twelve months ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the net change in the fair value of the swap
transactions resulted in a net realized loss of $73.5 million, $11.8 million and $44.9 million, respectively.

In connection with the swap transactions, we own SPDRs and XLF index call options at a cost of
$9.4 million and $13.6 million, with a strike price of approximately 99.8% and 120.0% of the notional amount of
the swap transactions as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively. During the year ended
December 31, 2006, call options, with a notional amount of $789.0 million, expired at a net realized loss of
$7.2 million. These call options were replaced with call options purchased for $11.8 million and having a
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notional amount of $830.2 million. A call option gives the purchaser the right, but not the obligation, to purchase
an underlying security at a specific price or prices at or for a certain time. Our maximum potential loss on the
swap and option transactions was $0.9 million and $90.4 million as of December 31, 2006 and December 31,
2005, respectively. We plan to continue (o purchase short-dated call options in 2007 in an effort to reduce the
maximum potential loss on the swaps 10 approximately 20% of the swap notional value. The call options arc
recorded at fair value in other invested assets, and changes in the fair value are recorded as a realized gain or loss
in the consolidated statement of operations. For the year ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the net
change in the fair value of these call options resulted in a net realized loss of $0.4 million, $10.6 million and, a
net realized gain of $6.7 million, respectively.

In addition, as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, we had short positions of $115.3 million and
$83.5 million, respectively, of primarily equity securities, for which we recorded a liability equal to the
underlying fair value of the securities of $119.8 million and $82.5 million, respectively. A net realized gain of
$3.0 million and $4.3 million for the twelve months ended December 31, 2006, 2005, respectively, and a net
realized loss of $13.3 million for 2004 were recognized in our consolidated statements of operations. As of
December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, we provided cash and fixed income securities of $208.6 million and
$161.7 million, respectively, as collateral for the borrowed securities. Our net investment income for the years
ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was reduced by $7.2 million, $5.0 million and $2.7 million,
respectively. related to dividend and interest payments associated with the borrowed securities.

In connection with the short sales described above, we purchased a SPDR call option as protection at a cost
of $0.4 miilion. The call option is recorded at fair value in other invested assets in the consolidated balance sheet
and changes in the fair value are recorded as a realized gain or loss in the consolidated statements of operations in
the period in which they occur. For the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, the net change in the fair
market value of the call option resulted in a net realized loss of $0.1 million and $1.2 million, respectively, and a
net realized gain of $0.4 million for 2004.

We hold options on certain securities within our fixed income portfolio, which allow us 10 extend the
maturity date of fixed income securities or convert fixed income securities to equity securities. The par value and
the imputed cost of the options on these securities were $289.8 million and $19.6 million as of December 31,
2006, respectively, and $385.2 million and $33.1 million as of December 31, 2005, respectively. The options are
recorded at fair value of $15.1 million and $34.9 million as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005,
respectively. in other invested assets and the change in fair value is recorded as a realized gain or loss in the
consolidated statement of operations, For the twelve months ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the
change in the fair value of the options resulted in a realized gain of $1.1 million, $21.0 million and $9.2 million,
respectively.

As of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, 12.0% and 19.6%, respectively, of our total investments
and cash was in common stocks (unaffiliated and affiliated). Marketable equity securities, which represented
10.2% and 17.5% as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively, of our total investments and
cash, are exposed to equity price risk, defined as the potential for loss in market value owing to a decline in equity
prices. A 10% decline in the price of each of these marketable equity securities would result in a decline of
$72.3 million and $104.4 million as of December 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively, in the fair
market value of our total investments and cash.

Foreign Currency Risk

Through investment in securities denominated in foreign currencies, we are exposed to foreign
(i.e., non-U.S.) currency risk. Foreign currency exchange rate risk creates the potential for loss in market value
owing to a decline in the U.S. dollar value of these invesiments resulting from a decline in the exchange rate of
the foreign currency in which these assets are denominated. As of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005,
our total exposure to foreign denominated securities in U.S. dollar terms was approximately $1.6 billion and
$1.3 billion, respectively, or 22.8% and 21.2%, respectively, of our total investments and cash. The primary
foreign currency €Xposures were from securities denominated in the British pound, which represented 7.7% and
8.5% of our total investments and cash as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively, from
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German securities denominated in the Euro, which represented 7.0% and 5.5%, respectively, and from securities
denominated in the Canadian dollar, which represented 4.7% and 4.9% of our total investments and cash as of
December 31, 2005 and December 31, 2004, respectively. As of December 31, 2006, the potential impact of a
10% decline in each of the foreign exchange rates on the valuation of investment assets denominated in those
respective foreign currencies would result in a $161.3 million decline in the fair value of our total investments and
cash, before taxes.

Investment Impairment Risk

We review our investment portfolio on a quarterly basis for declines in value, and specifically consider
securities, the market value of which have declined to less than 80% of their amortized cost at the time of review.
Temporary declines in investments will be recorded as unrealized depreciation in accumulated other comprehen-
sive income. If we determine that a decline is “other-than-temporary,” the carrying value of the investment will
be written down to the fair value and a realized loss will be recorded in our consolidated statements of operations.

In assessing the value of our debt and equity securities held as investments and possible impairments of such
securities, we review (i) the issuer’s current financial position and disclosures related thereto, (ii) general and
specific market and industry developments, (iii) the timely payment by the issuer of its principal, interest and
other obligations, (iv) the outlook and expected financial performance of the issuer, (v) current and historical
valuation parameters for the issuer and similar companies, (vi) relevant forecasts, analyses and recommendations
by research analysts, rating agencies and investment advisors, and (vii) other information we may consider
relevant. In addition, we consider our intent and ability to hold the security to recovery when evaluating possible
impairments.

Based on our review, we recognized other-than-temporary impairment losses in the amount of $28.1 million,
before taxes, which were recognized in our consolidated statement of operations as a reduction to our net realized
gains for the year ended December 31, 2006.

The following tables reflect the fair value and gross unrealized depreciation of our fixed income securities
and common stock investments, aggregated by investment category and length of time that individual securities
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have been in a continuous unrealized loss position, as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005 (in
millions);
Duration of Unrealized Loss

Less than 12 Months Greater than 12 Months Total
Gross Number Gross Number Gross Number
Unrealized of Unrealized of Unrealized of
December 31, 2006 Fair Value Depreciation Securities Falr Value Depreciation Securities  Fair Value Depreciation  Securities
Fixed income securities
investment grade:
United States
government,
goverment agencies
and authorities ... .. $1,167.6 $(13.2) 15 $1,264.2 $(90.2) 39 $2,431.8 $(103.4) 54
States, municipalities
and political
subdivisions . ...... 388 (0.2) 4 375 {0.5) 11 76.3 0.7 15
Foreign governments . . 282.2 3B.n 12 — — — 282.2 (3.1 12
Corporate .. ........- — — — 0.5 — ! 0.5 — 1
Total investment
grade .......... 1,488.6 (16.5) 3 1,302.2 (90.7) 51 27508 (107.2) 82
Fixed income securities
non-investment
grade, corporate. . . . 7.3 (0.3) 3 62,1 (1.6} _3 69.4 (1.9) 3
Total fixed income
securities .. ... .. 1,4959 (16.8) 34 1,364.3 (92.3) 53 2,860.2 (109.1) 87
Common stocks, at fair
vale ... ..h e — — — 13.8 (0.8) 1 13.8

Total temporarily
impaired securities. . . . $1.4959 5(16.8) 34 $1,378.1 $(93.1) 54 $2,874.0

l\
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Duration of Unrealized Loss

Less than 12 Months Greater than 12 Months Total
Gross Number Gross Number Gross Number
Unrealized of Unrealized of Unrealized of
December 31, 2005 Fair Value Depreciation Securities Fair Value Depreciaticn Securities Fair Value Depreciation Securities
Fixed income securitics
investment grade:
United States
government,
government agencies
and authorities . . ... $1.0719 $(33.0) 40 8$395.7 $(15.9) 6 $1.467.6 $ (48.9) 46
States, municipalities
and political
subdivisions .. ... .. 46.3 0.3) 10 21.6 (0.6) 5 67.9 (0.9) 15
Foreign governments . . 1.0 — | — o — 1.0 — 1
Corporate . .......... 0.3 — | 0.5 — 1 0.8 — 2
Total investment
grade .......... 1,119.5 (33.3) 52 417.8 (16.5) 12 1.537.3 (49.8) ;64
Fixed income securitics
non-investment
grade, corporate .. .. 2249 (30.5) 27 136.1 (20.2) 8 361.0 (50.7) 35
Total fixed income
securities ....... 1,344.4 (63.8) 79 553.9 (36.7) 20 1,898.3 (100.5) 99
Common stocks, at fair
valuge., .. ...l 167.4 (16.6) 9 1374 (17.1) 2 304.8 (33.7) all
Total temporarily
impaired securities. ... $1.511.8 $(80.4) @ $691.3 $(53.8) g_% $2.203.1 $(134.2) 110

We believe the gross unrealized depreciation is temporary in nature and we have not recorded a realized
investment loss related to these securities, Given the size of our investment portfolio and capital position, we have
the ability and intent to hold these securities until the fair value recovers the gross unrealized depreciation.

Disclosure of Contractual Obligations

The following table provides a payment schedule of present and future obligations (in millions):

Payment due by period

Less than More than

Contractual Obligations Total 1 Year 1-3 Years 3-5 Years 5 Years
Long term debt — principal ........... $ 5135 % — 3 — % — % 5135
Long term debt —interest ............ 344.2 379 75.8 75.8 154.7
Operating leases .................... 86.2 85 15.3 13.8 48.6
Lossesand LAE .................... 5.142.1 1,463.9 1,643.7 856.5 1,178.0
Total ........ ... .. ... .. ... ... $6,086.0 $1,510.3  $1,734.8 $946.1 $1,894.8

For further detail on our long term debt principal and interest payments, see Note 13 to our consolidated
financial statements included in this Form 10-K. For further detail on our operating lease payments, see Note 16
to our consolidated financial statements included in this Form 10-K.

For further detail on our [osses and LAE, see Note 9 to our consolidated financial statements included in this
Form 10-K. Qur reserves for losses and LAE do not have contractual maturity dates. However, based on historical
payment patterns, we have included an estimate of when we expect our losses and LAE to be paid in the table
above. The exact timing of the payment of claims cannot be predicted with certainty. We maintain a porifolio of
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investments with varying maturities and a substantial amount of short-term investments to provide adequate cash
flows for the payment of claims. The reserves for unpaid losses and LAE reflected in the table above have not
been reduced for reinsurance recoverables on unpaid losses which are reflected in our consolidated balance sheet
as an asset of $739.0 million as of December 31, 2006. Based on historical patterns, we estimate that we will
collect the recoveries as follows: $210.2 million in less than one year; $222.8 million in one to three years;
$118.4 million between three and five years and $187.6 million in more than five years.

Item 7A. Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures About Market Risk

See Item 7 — Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations.
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT REGISTERED PUBLIC ACCOUNTING FIRM

To the Board of Directors and Shareholders of Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.

We have completed integrated audits of Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.’s consolidated financial statements and of
its internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2006, in accordance with the standards of the Public
Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States). Our opinions, based on our audits, are presented below.

Consolidated financial statements

In our opinion, the consolidated financial statements listed in the accompanying index present fairly, in all
material respects, the financial position of Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and its subsidiaries at December 31, 2006
and 2005, and the results of their operations and their cash flows for each of the three years in the period ended
December 31, 2006 in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.
These financial statements are the responsibility of the Company’s management. Our responsibility is to express
an opinion on these financial statements based on our audits. We conducted our audits of these statements in
accordance with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States). Those
standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial
statements are free of material misstatement. An audit of financial statements includes examining, on a test basis,
evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements, assessing the accounting principles
used and significant estimates made by management, and evaluating the overall financial statement presentation.
We believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for our opinion.

Internal control over financial reporting

Also, in our opinion, management’s assessment, included in Management’s Report on Internal Controls over
Financial Reporting appearing under ltem 9A, that the Company maintained effective internal control over
financial reporting as of December 31, 2006 based on criteria established in Internal Control — Integrated
Framework issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission (COSQ), is
fairly stated, in all material respects, based on those criteria. Furthermore, in our opinion, the Company
maintained, in all material respects, effective internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2006,
based on criteria established in Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the COS0. The Company’s
management is responsible for maintaining effective internal control over financial reporting and for its
assessment of the effectiveness of internal control over financial reporting. Our responsibility is to express
opinions on management’s assessment and on the effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial
reporting based on our audit. We conducted our audit of internal control over financial reporting in accordance
with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States). Those standards require
that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether effective internal control over
financial reporting was maintained in all material respects. An audit of internal contrel over financial reporting
includes obtaining an understanding of internal control over financial reporting, evaluating management’s
assessment, testing and evaluating the design and operating effectiveness of internal control, and performing such
other procedures as we consider necessary in the circumstances. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable
basis for our opinions.

A company’s internal control over financial reporting is a process designed to provide reasonable assurance
regarding the reliability of financial reporting and the preparation of financial statements for external purposes in
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. A company’s internal control over financial reporting
includes those policies and procedures that (i) pertain to the maintenance of records that, in reasonable detail,
accurately and fairly reftect the transactions and dispositions of the assets of the company; (ii) provide reasonable
assurance that transactions are recorded as necessary to permit preparation of financial statements in accordance
with generally accepted accounting principles, and that receipts and expenditures of the company are being made
only in accordance with authorizations of management and directors of the company; and (iii) provide reasonable
assurance regarding prevention or timely detection of unauthorized acquisition, use, or disposition of the
company’s assets that could have a material effect on the financial statements.
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Because of its inherent limitations, internal control over financial reporting may not prevent or detect
misstatements. Also, projections of any evaluation of effectiveness to future periods are subject to the risk that
controls may become inadequate because of changes in conditions, or that the degree of compliance with the
policies or procedures may deteriorate.

s/ PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP
New York, NY
March 9, 2007
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ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.
CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS

December 31,

2006

2005

(In thousands,
except share amounts)

ASSETS
Investments and cash:
Fixed income securities, available for sale, at fair value (amortized cost

$3.547.656 and $2,645,682, respectively) . ... $3,501,580  $2.594,937
Equity securities:
Common stocks, at fair value (cost $548,138 and $586,394, respectively) ..... 607,613 601,721
Common StOCKS, At €QUILY . .« v e e e e 245,416 566,996
Short-term investments, at cost which approximates fair value .. ..o 242,340 199,503
Cash and cash equIvValents ... ... on i 2,061,796 1,528,427
Cash collateral for borrowed SECUMHES .. ..o vvv vt 242,096 240,642
Other invested @SSEIS . . .« v oo v et e e 165,247 238,093
Total investments and cashi. ... ... e 7.066,088 5,970,319
Accrued INVESIMENt INCOIME . .o\ .vvv e ore e onos e 50,930 46,843
Premiums receivable . . .. ..ot 475.453 550,496
Reinsurance recoverable on paid 108s€s. . .. .. c.v ot 59,768 140,881
Reinsurance recoverable on unpaid 105885, .. ... vv oo 739,019 1,206,785
Prepaid reinsurance Premillms ... . ..ouornnce e o 50,486 84,696
Funds held by reinsureds . ... ....ooonveivr o 154,573 172,896
Deferred acqUISIION COSLS . ..o\ vrvenr e s 149,886 171,350
Federal and foreign inCoOME 13XES ... .. .ovverv e 116,920 234,871
OThEr BSSELS . . . v v v v ee et e te e e na o nmm e n e e 90,589 67.475
TOUAL BSSELS - . v e e et e et et e b e $8,953.712  §$8,646,612
LIABILITIES
Unpaid losses and loss adjustment eXPEnSes . .......ocoennvenrrr o ornssote $5,142,159  $5,117,708
Unearned PrémiUmS . . ... .o.oveereenrncenenoam s 741,328 834,485
Reinsurance balances payable . ...... ... .. oo 102,711 160,185
Funds held under reinsurance CONTACIS . . ..o« vvv v v e eerarnnnra e enenns 96,854 167,020
Debt ObHEALONS . . oo vv vt et e e o 512,504 469,155
Obligation to return borrowed SECUTTHIES © o v v e eveenv e e mm e 119,798 82,543
Other Babilities . . . ..o v v e v e ae e as e 154,779 176,061
Total HABIHES & v v v vv e et m i 6,870,133 7,007,157
Commitments and Contingencies (Note 16)
SHAREHOLDERS’ EQUITY
Preferred shares, $0.01 par value; 200,000,000 shares authorized; 2,000,000
Series A shares and 2,000,000 Series B shares issued and outstanding ........ 40 40
Common shares, $0.01 par value, 500,000,000 shares authorized; 71,218,616 and
69,242,857 shares issued, respectively . ... ... 712 692
Additional paid-in capital .. ... .. 1,029,349 984,571
Treasury shares, at cost (77,668 and 115,325 shares, respectively).............. (2,528) (2,916)
Unearned Stock COMPENSALON . ...\t veenvvnn e n s —_ (1,770)
Accumulated other comprehensive income, net of deferred income taxes ........ 25,329 119,039
Retained arminEs . .« -« «ocovnmnronnrnressmsseseen s sr st 1,030,677 539,799
Total shareholders’ EqUILY .. ....vvoevere e 2,083,579 1,639,455
Total liabilities and shareholders’ equity ...... ..o $8,953,712  $8,646,612

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS AND COMPREHENSIVE INCOME

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
(In thousands, except share and per share
amounts)
REVENUES
Gross premiums WHLtEn ... ... ... ... $ 2,335,742 $ 2626920 §$ 2,650,775
Ceded premiums written. . .............. i .. 174,807 325,251 288,970
Net premiums WIHtten . .. .. ...t 2,160,935 2,301,669 2,361,805
(Increase) decrease in unearned premiums . ................. 64,891 (24,849) (28,294)
Net premiums earned . ...... ... .. .. ... ... i $ 2225826 % 2276820 $ 2,333,511
Net investment INCOMIE . . ..t i ittt ettt te e cnnemennns 487,119 220,092 164,248
Net realized investment gains. . ................ ... .. 189,129 59,866 122,024
Total TEVENUES .. . ... e 2,902,074 2,556,778 2,619,783
EXPENSES
Losses and loss adjustment expenses. .. ... .., 1,484,197 2,061,611 1,631,106
ACQUISIION COSIS .. ottt ittt e i 464,148 470,152 515,856
Other underwriting exXpenses . ............coviivininnnn.n 153,476 146,030 120,765
Other expense, Net . ... ...t 21,120 27,014 17,153
Interest eXpense . .. ..ot 37,515 29,991 25,609
Loss on early extinguishment of debt .. .................... 2,403 3,822 —
Total expenses .. . ... i e 2,162,859 2,738,620 2,310,489
Income (loss) before income taxes ...................... 739,215 (181,842) 309,294
Federal and foreign income tax provision (benefit):
LT 1) 1 O 144,967 (13,319) 118,791
Deferred . . . ..o e 86,342 (52,801) (14,698)
Total federal and foreign income tax provision (benefit) .. ... 231,309 {66,120} 104,093
Net income (JOSS) .. ...t i it e e e 507,906 (115,722} 205,201
Preferred dividends . ... ... ... ... . .. . .. . .. e (8,257) (1,944) —
NET INCOME (LOSS) AVAILABLE TO COMMON
SHAREHOLDERS . ...... ... ... .. . ... $ 499649 §$ (117,666) $ 205,201
BASIC
Weighted average common shares outstanding . .............. 68,975,743 65,058,327 64,361,535
Basic earnings (loss) per common share ... .. ............... $ 724 % (1.81) § 3.19
DILUTED
Weighted average common shares outstanding . .............. 72,299,050 65,058,327 69,993,136
Diluted earnings (loss) per common share .................. 3 693 % (1.81) $ 2.98
DIVIDENDS
Dividends declared per common share ..................... 3 0.125  § 0125 § 0.125
COMPREHENSIVE INCOME (LOSS)
Netincome (0SS} ... ..ottt i i $ 507906 $ (115,722 § 205,201
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of tax............... (83,474) (3,179) 22,815
Comprehensive income (loss). . ........ ... ... .. ... ... $ 424432 % (118,901) § 228,016

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP,

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF SHAREHOLDERS’ EQUITY

Years Ended December 31,

2006

2005

2004

(In thousands, except share amounts)

PREFERRED SHARES (par value)

Balance, beginning of year ... ... ... ... e $ 40 $ — % —
[ssued during the year ... ... ... e — 40 —
Balance,end of year ....... ... ... ... 40 40 —
COMMON SHARES (par value)
Balance, beginning of year ... ... ... .. ... 692 651 651
Issued during the Year ............. . i 20 41 —
Balance, end of year ...... ... ... .. .., 712 692 651
ADDITIONAL PAID-IN CAPITAL
Balance, beginning of year ... ... .. ... . ... . . .. 984,571 791,896 793,586
Common shares issued during the year ............................ 43,735 102,095 —
Cumulative effects of change in accounting for unearned share

COMPENSALION . ottt e ettt e e e te e ittt eia e iia s (1,770) — —
Preferred shares issued during the year ............................ — 97,471 —
Net effect of share-based compensation ... ......................... 2,813 (6,891 (1,690)
Balance, end of year ... ... .. .. . . ... e 1,029,349 984,571 701,896
TREASURY SHARES (at cost)
Balance, beginning of year ........... ... .. (2,916) (9.426) (2.549)
Purchases during the year .......... ... ... ... . ... . iiiiii.. .. 4,733) 4.130) (10,090)
Reissuance during the year ... ... .. i i 5,121 10,640 3,213
Balance, end of year ... ... .. . . (2,528) (2.916) (9.426)
UNEARNED STOCK COMPENSATION
Balance, beginning of year ... ... . ... . ... {1,770y (2,818} (3,439)
Cumulative effects of change in accounting for unearned share

COMPENSAION ... .t i e e i en e 1,770 — —
Forfeitures of restricted shares during the year ................. ..... — 439 —
Amortization of restricted shares during the year .................... — 609 621
Balance, end of year . ... . ... . — (1,770) (2,818)
ACCUMULATED OTHER COMPREHENSIVE INCOME, NET OF

DEFERRED INCOME TAXES
Balance, beginning of year .. ... ... . 119,639 122,218 99,403
Unrealized net appreciation (depreciation) on securities, net of

reclassification adjustments .. ... . ... . i (82,760) 37.641 9,052
Foreign currency translation adjustments .. ......................... (660) (40,840) 13,766
Minimum pension liability .. ... ... ... . (54) 20 (3)
Effect of a change in accounting due to the adoption of SFAS 158...... (10,236) — —
Balance,end of year ........ . .. ... ..., 25,329 119,039 122,218
RETAINED EARNINGS
Balance, beginning of year ........ .. ... .. ... . ..., 539,799 665,715 468,621
Net income (J088) . ..ot e 507,906 (115,722} 205,201
Dividends declared to preferred shareholders .. ............ ... .. (8,257) (1,944) —
Dividends paid to common shareholders ... ........................ (8.771) (8,250) (8,107)
Balance, end of year ... ... .. L 1,030,677 539,799 665,715
TOTAL SHAREHOLDERS® EQUITY .......... ... .............. $2,083,579  §$1,639455  $1,568,236
COMMON SHARES OUTSTANDING
Balance, beginning of year ... ... ... .. . i e 69,127,532 64,754,978 64,996,166
Issued during the year ... ... ... ... .. . . . . ... 1,975,759 4,100,000 —
Net treasury shares reissued (acquired)........... ... ... oiiin e, 37,657 272,554 (241,188)
Balance, end of year ... ... ... e 71,140,948 69,127,532 64,754,978

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS

CASH FLOWS FROM OPERATING ACTIVITIES

Net income (Jo8S) - - oo i e

Adjustments to reconcile net income (loss) to net cash provided
by operating activities:
{Increase) decrease in premiums receivable and funds held, net
Increase (decrease) in unearned premiums .................
Increase in unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses ......
{Increase) decrease in federal and foreign income taxes

receivable . . ... .. e e

(Increase) decrease in deferred acquisition costs
Other assets and liabilities, net ..........................
Net realized investment gains. . .............ccuvuninnean.n
Bond discount amortization, net ... ... ... e
Amortization of stock-based compensation
Loss on early extinguishment of debt . ... ........ ... ... ..

Net cash provided by operating activities ... ...........

CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTIVITIES
Maturities of fixed income securities
Sales of fixed income securities. . ............. ... i,
Purchases of fixed income securities
Sales of equity securities .. ... ... .. ... . L i
Purchases of equity securities .............................
Net purchases of other invested assets ......................
Net change in cash collateral for borrowed securities ..........
Net change in obligation to return borrowed securities
Net increase in short-term investments .. ....................
Acquisitions and dispositions of subsidiaries, net of cash
acquired

Net cash used in investing activities ..................

CASH FLOWS FROM FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Net proceeds from common share issuance
Net proceeds from preferred share issuance
Net proceeds from debt issuance
Repaymentof debt ....... ... ... ... . i i
Purchase of treasury shares ............. ... .. ... . .. ...
Dividends paid to preferred shares . ........................
Dividends paid to common shares . ............. ... ... ...
Proceeds from exercise of stock options . .. .............. ...
Excess tax benefit from stock-based compensation ............

Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities ... ...
Effect of exchange rate changes on cash and cash equivalents . . .

Increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of year

Cash and cash equivalents, end of year

Supplemental disclosures:
Interest paid

Income taxes paid . . ... ... .. o L i

Non-cash activity (see Note 13):
Conversion of 4.375% convertible debentures

Issuance of common stock

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
(In thousands)
$ 507906 % (115722) § 205201
46,837 (23,008) (152,587)
(58,947 18,807 20,865
492 217 739,031 716,602
171,960 {129,483) (13,051)
21,464 {1,831) {2,993)
(232,273) (28,846) (48,998)
(189,129) (59,866) (122,024)
(15,790) (11,312) (11,715)
5,642 4,153 2,781
2,403 3,822 —
752,290 395,745 594,081
165,397 58,600 106,654
386,300 1,408,068 1,437,226
(1,403,114) (1,545.521) (2,293,582)
1,058,644 210,442 335954
(487,137) (328,259) (363,017
(54,331) (23.209) (59.647)
(1,454) (64,124) 39,042
31.019 23.176 (176,518)
312 (4,182) (26,046)
—_— — {36,843)
(304.358) (265.009)  (1.036,777)
1,300 102,135 —
— 97,511 —
138,966 123,168 —_—
(59,333) (34,202) (101
(3,095) (4,130) (10,090)
(8,107) — —
(8,771) (8,250) (8,107)
1,438 1,503 404
671 — —
63,069 271,735 (17.894)
22,368 {30,792) 22.679
533,369 377.679 (437.911)
1,528,427 1,150,748 1,588,659

$ 2,061,796

$1,528427

$ 1,150,748

$ 37131 $ 28463 § 25,067
$ 59278 % 63370 § 116,557
$ 39,116y $ — $ —
$ 39116 $§ — 5 —

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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1. Organization

Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. (together with its subsidiaries, the “Company” or ‘‘OdysseyRe™) is an
underwriter of reinsurance, providing a full range of property and casualty products on a worldwide basis, and an
underwriter of specialty insurance, primarily in the United States. Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. was formed as a
holding company and incorporated in Delaware in 2001 in conjunction with its initial public offering. Odyssey Re
Holdings Corp. owns all of the common shares of Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation (“Odyssey
America”), its principal operating subsidiary, which is domiciled in the state of Connecticut. Odyssey America
directly or indirectly owns all of the common shares of the following domestic and foreign subsidiaries:
Clearwater Insurance Company (““Clearwater”); Clearwater Select Insurance Company (“Clearwater Select™);
Odyssey UK Holdings Corperation {*UK Holdings™"); Newline Underwriting Management Ltd., which owns and
manages Newline Syndicate 1218, a member of Lloyd's of Lendon {collectively, “Newline™); Newline Insurance
Company Limited; Hudson Insurance Company (**Hudson’); Hudson Specialty Insurance Company {**Hudson
Specialty™) and Napa River Insurance Services, Inc. The Company’s majority shareholder, Fairfax Financial
Holdings Limited (*‘Fairfax”). a publicly traded financial services holding company based in Canada, reduced its
ownership of OdysseyRe from 78.5% as of September 30, 2006 to 59.6% as of December 31, 2006.

2. Restatement of Financial Results

On March 31, 2006. the Company restated its consolidated financial statements as of and for the years ended
December 31, 2000 through 2004, as well as its unaudited financial information as of and for the nine months
ended September 30, 2005, to correct for accounting etrors associated with certain reinsurance contracts entered
into by the Company between 1998 and 2004. On August 28, 2006, the Company restated its balance sheets as of
March 31, 2006 (unaudited) and December 31, 2005 and its statements of operations, shareholders equity and
cash flows for the three months ended March 31, 2006 and 2005 (unaudited), to correct for accounting errors
associated with certain investments held by the Company, and on October 16, 2006 the Company filed an Annual
Report on Form 10-K/A to reflect the impact of this restaternent on its consolidated financial statements as of and
for the years ended December 31, 2001 through 2005, The total cumulative impact of these restatements through
December 31, 2005 was to decrease sharcholders’ equity by $19.6 million, after tax. The aggregate net effect of
the restatements for the year ended December 31, 2005 was to increase net loss available to common shareholders
by $17.3 million and for the year ended December 31, 2004, was to increase net income available to common
shareholders by $18.3 million. The effects of the restatements are reflected in the Company’s consolidated
financial statements and accompanying notes included herein.

3, Summary of Significant Accounting Policies

(a) Basis of Presentation. The accompanying consolidated financial statements have been prepared in
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America (“GAAP”). The
consolidated financial statements include the accounts of the Company and its subsidiaries. Intercompany
transactions have been eliminated. The preparation of the consolidated financial statements in conformity with
GAAP requires management to make estimates and assumptions, which could differ materially from actual
results, that affect the reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses and disclosure of contingent
assets and liabilities. Certain amounts from prior periods have been reclassified to conform with current
presentations.

(b) Investments. The Company’s investments in fixed income securities and common stocks not accounted
for under the equity method, are categorized as “available for sale,” and are recorded at their estimated fair value
based on quoted market prices. Investment transactions are recorded on their trade date with balances pending
settlement reflected in the consolidated balance sheet as a component of other assets or other liabilities. Short-
term investments, which have a maturity of one year or less from the date of purchase, are carried at cost, which
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approximates fair value. The Company considers all highly liquid debt instruments purchased with an original
maturity of three months or less to be cash equivalents,

Common stocks of affiliates are accounted for under the equity method of accounting, under which
OdysseyRe records its proportionate share of income or loss from such investments. Other invested assets include
limited partnerships and investment funds, which are accounted for under the equity method of accounting. The
Company routinely evaluates the carrying value of these investments. In the case of limited partnerships and
investment funds, the carrying value is generally established on the basis of the net valuation criteria as
determined by the managers of the investments. Such valuations could differ significantly from the values that
would have been available had markets existed for the securities. Income from equity investees, including
realized gains or losses, is recorded in net investment income in the period in which it is known. Unrealized
appreciation and depreciation are recorded through accumulated other comprehensive income. In the case of
hedge funds and private equity investments, unrealized appreciation and depreciation is recorded in net
investment income in the period in which it is known. Other invested assets also include trust accounts relating to
the Company’s benefit plans and derivative securities which are each carried at fair value. Due to the timing of
when financial information is reported by equity investees, including limited partnerships and investment funds,
results attributable to these investments are generally reported by OdysseyRe on a one month or one quarter lag.
If the Company becomes aware of a significant event, it will assess the impact, if any, on the carrying value of the
investment.

The net amount of unrealized appreciation or depreciation of the Company’s investments, net of applicable
deferred income taxes, is reflected in shareholders’ equity in accumulated other comprehensive income. A decline
in the fair value of an investment below its cost or amortized cost that is deemed other-than-temporary is charged
to net income as a realized capital loss, resulting in a new cost or amortized cost basis for the investment,
Realized investment gains or losses are determined on the basis of average cost. Investment income, which is
reported net of applicable investment expenses, is recorded as earned.

(c) Premium Revenue Recognition. Reinsurance assumed premiums written and related costs are based
upon reports received from ceding companies. Where reinsurance assumed premiums written have not been
reported by the ceding company, they are estimated, at the individual contract level, based on historical patterns
and experience from the ceding company and judgments of the Company. Subsequent adjustments to premiums
written, based on actual results or revised estimates from the ceding company, are recorded in the period in which
they become known. Reinsurance assumed premiums written related o proportional treaty business are
established on a basis that is consistent with the coverage periods under the terms of the underlying insurance
contracts. Reinsurance assumed premiums written related to excess of loss and facultative reinsurance business
are recorded over the coverage term of the contracts, which is generally one year. Unearned premium reserves are
established for the portion of reinsurance assumed premiums written to be recognized over the remaining contract
pertod. Unearned premium reserves related to proportional treaty contracts are computed based on reports
received from ceding companies, which show premiums written but not yet earned. Premium adjustments made
over the life of the contract are recognized as earned premiums based on the applicable contract period to which
they apply. Insurance premiums are earned on a pro rata basis over the policy period, which is generally one year.
A reserve for uncollectible premiums is established when considered appropriate.

The cost of reinsurance purchased by the Company (reinsurance premiums ceded) is reported as prepaid
reinsurance premijums and amortized over the contract period in proportion to the amount of insurance protection
provided. The ultimate amount of premiums, including adjustments, is recognized as premiums ceded, and
amortized over the applicable contract period to which they apply. Reserves are established for the unexpired
portion of premiums ceded and recorded as an asset in prepaid reinsurance premiums. Premiums earned are
reported net of reinsurance ceded premiums earned in the consolidated statements of operations. Amounts paid
by the Company for retroactive reinsurance that meets the conditions for reinsurance accounting are reported as
reinsurance receivables to the extent those amounts do not exceed the associated recorded liabilities. If the
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recorded liabilities exceed the amounts paid, reinsurance receivables are increased to reflect the difference, and
the resulting gain is deferred and amortized over the estimated settlement period. If the amounts paid for
retroactive reinsurance exceed the recorded liabilities, the Company will increase the related liabilities or reduce
the reinsurance receivable, or both, at the time the reinsurance contract is effective, and the excess is charged to
net income. Changes in the estimated amount of liabilities relating to the underlying reinsured contracts are
recognized in net income in the period of the change. Prospective and retroactive provisions within a single
contract are accounted for separately unless impracticable, in which case, the contract will be accounted for as a
retroactive contract.

(d) Deferred Acquisition Cosis.  Acquisition cOsts, which are reported net of acquisition costs ceded,
consist of commissions and brokerage expenses incurred on insurance and reinsurance business written. and are
deferred and amortized over the period in which the related premiums are earmned, which is generally one year.
Commission adjustments are accrued based on changes in premiums and losses recorded by the Company in the
period in which they become known. Deferred acquisition costs are limited to their estimated realizable value
based on the related unearned premium, which considers anticipated losses and loss adjustment expenses and
estimated remaining costs of servicing the business, all based on historical experience. The realizable vatue of the
Company’s deferred acquisition costs is determined without consideration of investment income.

(e) Goodwill and Intangible Assets. The Company accounts for goodwill and intangible assets in
accordance with SFAS 141, “Business Combinations.” A purchase price paid that is in excess of net assets
(*goodwill "} arising from a business combination is recorded as an asset, and is not amortized. Intangible assets
with a finite life are amortized over the estimated useful life of the asset. Intangible assets with an indefinite
useful life are not amortized. Goodwill and intangible assets are tested for impairment on an annual basis or more
frequently if events or changes in circumstances indicate that the carrying amount may not be recoverable. If the
goodwill or intangible asset is impaired. it is written down 1o its realizable value with a corresponding expense
reflected in the consolidated statements of operations. Unimpaired goodwill and intangible assets with an
indefinite useful life are carried at $30.5 million and are reflected in other assets as of both December 31, 2006
and 2005, respectively. As of December 31, 2006 and 2005. intangible assets with a finite life are also reflected in
other assets with a value of $5.1 million and $5.9 million, respectively. For the years ended December 31, 2006,
2005 and 2004, the Company amortized $0.8 million. $0.8 million and $0.9 million, respectively, related to its
intangible assets with a finite life.

(f) Unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses.  The reserves for losses and loss adjustment expenses are
estimates of amounts needed to pay reported and unreported claims and related loss adjustment expenses. The
estimates are based on assumptions related to the ultimate cost to settle such claims. The inherent uncertainties of
estimating reserves are greater for reinsurers than for primary insurers, due to the diversity of development
patterns among different types of reinsurance contracts and the necessary reliance on ceding companies for
information regarding reported claims. As a result, there can be no assurance that the ultimate liability will not
exceed amounts reserved, with a resulting adverse effect on the Company.

The reserve for unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses is based on the Company’s evaluations of
reported claims and individual case estimates received from ceding companies for reinsurance business or the
estimates advised by the Company’s outside claims adjusters for insurance business. The Company utilizes
generally accepted actuarial methodologies to determine reserves for losses and loss adjustment expenses on the
basis of historical experience and other estimates. The reserves are reviewed continually during the year and
changes in estimates in losses and loss adjustment expenses are reflected as an expense in the consolidated
statements of operations in the period the adjustment is made. Reinsurance recoverables on unpaid losses and loss
adjustinent expenses are reported as assets. A reserve for uncollectible reinsurance recoverables is cstablished
based on an evaluation of each reinsurer or retrocessionaire and historical experience. The Company uses tabular
reserving for workers’ compensation indemnity reserves, which are considered to be fixed and determinable, and
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discounts such reserves using an interest rate of 3.5%. Losses have been discounted using the Life Table for Total
Population, United States, 2003,

(g) Deposit Assets and Liabilities. The Company may enter into assumed and ceded reinsurance contracts
that contain certain loss limiting provisions and, as a result, do not meet the risk transfer provisions of SFAS 11 3,
“Accounting for Reinsurance of Short-Duration and Long-Duration Contracts.” These contracts are accounted
for using the deposit accounting method in accordance with Statement of Position 98-7, “Deposit Accounting:
Accounting for Insurance and Reinsurance Contracts That Do Not Transfer Risk” (“*SOP 98-7). Under the
deposit method of accounting, revenues and expenses from reinsurance coniracts are not recognized as written
premium and incurred losses. Instead, the profits or losses from these contracts are recognized net, as other
income or expense over the contract or contractual settlement periods. In accordance with SOP 98-7, these
contracts are deemed as either transferring only significant timing risk or transferring neither significant timing
nor underwriting risk.

For such contracts, the Company initially records the amount of consideration paid or received as a deposit
liability. Revenue or expense is recognized over the term of the contract, with any deferred amount recorded as a
component of assets or liabilities until such time it is earned. The ultimate asset or liability under these contracts
is estimated, and the asset or liability is initially established, which represents consideration received, is increased
or decreased over the term of the contracts. The change during the period is recorded in the Company’s
consolidated statements of operations, where increases and decreases in the ultimate asset or liability are shown
in other expense, net. As of December 31, 2006 and 2005, the Company had reflected in other assets $8.5 million
and $0.5 million. respectively, and in other liabilities $0.7 million and $2.5 miilion, respectively, related to
deposit contracts. In cases where cedants retain the consideration on a funds held basis, the Company records
those assets in other assets, and records the related investment income on the assets in the Company’s
consolidated statements of operations as investment income.

(h) Income Taxes. The Company records deferred income taxes to provide for the net tax effect of
temporary differences between the carrying values of assets and liabilities in the Company’s consolidated
financial statements and their tax bases. Such differences relate principally to deferred acquisition costs, uneamed
premiums, unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, investments and tax credits. Deferred tax assets are
reduced by a valuation allowance when the Company believes it is more likely than not that all or a portion of
deferred taxes will not be realized. As of December 31, 2006 and 2005, a valuation allowance was not required.
During the third quarter of 2006, Fairfax reduced its ownership of the Company to below 80%, and as a result, the
Company has been deconsolidated from the United States tax group of Fairfax. Accordingly, the Company will
file a separate consolidated tax return for the period August 29, 2006 to December 31, 2006 and for each
subsequent tax year. The deconsolidation has no effect on the Company’s tax position.

(i} Derivatives. The Company utilizes derivative instruments to manage against adverse changes in the
value of its assets and liabilities. Derivatives include credit default swaps, total return swaps, interest rate swaps,
and other equity and credit derivatives. In addition, the Company holds options on certain securities within its
fixed income portfolio, which allows the Company to extend the maturity date on fixed income securities or
convert fixed income securities to equity securities. Conversion options and maturity extension features are
bifurcated from the fixed income security and measured separately at fair value. All derivative instruments are
recognized as either assets or liabilities on the consolidated balance sheet and are measured at their fair value,
Gains or losses from changes in the derivative values are accounted for based on how the derivative is used and
whether it qualifies for hedge accounting. As the Company’s derivative instruments do not qualify for hedge
accounting, changes in fair value are included in realized investment gains and losses in the consolidated
statements of operations. Margin balances required by counterparties in support of derivative positions are
included in collateral for borrowed securities.
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(j) Operating Segments. The Company has four operating segments to reflect the manner in which
management monitors and evaluates the Company’s financial performance. The Company’s four segments
include: Americas, EuroAsia, London Market and U.S. Insurance (See Note 14).

(k) Foreign Currency. The Company translates the financial statements of its foreign subsidiaries to
United States dollars by translating balance sheet accounts at the balance sheet date exchange rate and income
statement accounts at the average exchange rate for the year. Translation gains or losses are recorded, net of
deferred income taxes, as a component of accumulated other comprehensive income. Foreign currency
transaction gains or losses are reflected in the consolidated statement of operations in the period in which they are
realized.

(1) Earnings Per Share. Basic earnings per common share are calculated by dividing net income (loss)
available to common shareholders by the weighted average number of common shares outstanding, excluding
those non-vested shares granted under the OdysseyRe Restricted Share Plan. Diluted eamnings (loss) per common
share are calculated by dividing net income (loss) available to common shareholders by the weighted average
number of common shares outstanding, inclusive of: vested and non-vested shares, granted under the OdysseyRe
Restricted Share Plan, as determined using the treasury stock method; stock options that would be assumed to be
exercised on the balance sheet date, as determined using the treasury stock method: and the effect of the
conversion of the Company’s convertible debt to equity securities. Restricted shares, stock options or the effect of
the conversion of the convertible debt and the related interest expense would not be included in the calculation of
diluted earnings per common share, if the effect would be antidilutive. (See Note 6).

(m) Stock Compensation Plans. In April 2002, the Company’s shareholders approved the Odyssey Re
Holdings Corp. 2002 Stock Incentive Plan (the “2002 Plan™). Effective January 1, 2003, the Company adopted
the expense recognition provisions of SFAS 123, “Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation,™ on a prospective
basis, in accordance with SFAS 148, “Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation — Transaction and Disclo-
sure” with respect to the 2002 Plan. The prospective method requires the application of the fair value based
method to compensation awards granted, modified, or settled on or after the date of adoption. Accordingly, net
income (loss) for the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004 reflects stock-based compensation expense
related to stock options granted in 2003 and subsequent. For stock options granted during 2002, the Company
accounted for stock-based compensation based on the intrinsic-value method prescribed in Accounting Principles
Board Opinion (“APB™) 25, “Accounting for Stock Issued to Employees” and related interpretations, as
permitted under SFAS 123, In December 2004, the Financial Accounting Standards Board issued SFAS 123R
(revised 2004), *‘Share-Based Payment,” which is a revision of SEAS 123 and supersedes APB 25. The approach
to account for share-based payments in SFAS 123R is similar to the approach described in SFAS 123.
SFAS 123R requires all share-based payments to employees, including grants of employee stock options, 1o be
recognized in the consolidated financial statements based on their fair values. Pro forma disclosure of the impact
of fair value of share-based payments is no longer an alternative to financial statement recognition. The Company
adopted SFAS 123R, on a prospective basis, effective January i, 2006. SFAS 123(R) requires that the deferred
stock-based compensation on the consolidated balance sheet on the date of adoption be neited against additional
paid-in capital. As of December 31. 2005, there was approximately $1.8 million of deferred stock-based
compensation that was netted against additional paid-in capital on January 1, 2006.

(n) Payments. Payments of claims by the Company, as reinsurer, to a broker on behalf of a reinsured
company, are recorded on the Company’s books as a paid loss at the time the cash is disbursed. The payment is
treated as a paid claim to the reinsured. Premiums due to the Company from the reinsured are recorded as
receivables from the reinsured until the cash is received by the Company, either directly from the reinsured or
from the broker.

(0} Funds Held Balances. Funds held under reinsurance contracts is an account used to record a liability,
in accordance with the contractual terms, arising from the Company’s receipt of a deposit from a reinsurer or the
withholding of a portion of the premiums due as a guarantee that a reinsurer will meet its loss and other
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obligations. Interest generally accrues on withheld funds in accordance with contract terms. Funds held by
reinsureds is an account used to record an asset resulting from the ceding company, in accordance with the
contractual terms, withholding a portion of the premium due the Company as a guarantee that the Company will
meet its loss and other obligations.

(p) Fixed Assets. Fixed asscts, with a net book value of $10.3 million and $12.2 million as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, are included in other assets. Property and equipment are recorded at
cost. Depreciation and amortization are computed on a straight-line basis over the following estimated useful
lives:

Leasehold improvements ............ ...y 10 years or term of lease, if shorter
Electronic data processing equipment and furniture . .... ... 5 years
Personal computers and software .. ..................... 3 years

Depreciation and amortization expense for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was
$5.0 million, $7.3 million and $5.1 million, respectively.

4. Recent Accounting Pronouncements

In February 2006, the FASB issued SFAS 155, “Accounting for Certain Hybrid Financial Instruments —— an
amendment of SFAS 133 and 140.” SFAS 155 amends SFAS 133, “Accounting for Derivative Instruments and
Hedging Activities,” and SFAS 140, “Accounting for Transfers and Servicing of Financial Assets and
Extinguishments of Liabilities,” and clarifies SFAS 133 Implementation lIssue D1, “Application of State-
ment 133 to Beneficial Interests in Securitized Financial Assets.” SFAS 155 applies to certain “hybrid financial
instruments,” which are instruments that contain embedded derivatives. The standard establishes a requirement to
evaluate beneficial interests in securitized financial assets to determine if the interests represent freestanding
derivatives, or are hybrid financial instruments containing embedded derivatives requiring bifurcation. SFAS 155
also permits an election for fair value measurement of any hybrid financial instrument containing an embedded
derivative that otherwise would have required bifurcation under SFAS 133, including financial instruments
previously recorded by the Company under SFAS 133. The fair value election to existing instruments on an
instrument-by-instrument basis at the date of adoption and can be applied to new instruments on a prospective
basis. SFAS 155 will be effective in fiscal years that begin after September 15, 2006. The Company expects to
elect fair value measurement of hybrid financial instruments under SFAS 155 effective with its adoption on
January 1, 2007. As of January 1, 2007, the Company will no longer bifurcate the embedded derivatives in its
investments in convertible securities, changes in the fair value of the host instrument will be recorded as
unrealized investment gains and losses, and changes in the fair value of the embedded derivative will be recorded
as realized investment gains and losses. As of December 31, 2006, the fair value of the host instruments included
in fixed income securities was $268.1 million and the fair value of embedded derivatives included in other
invested assets was $15.1 million. Upon adopting SFAS 155, the Company will record a cumulative adjustment of
$16.5 million to reclassify unrealized investment gains, net of tax, to retained earnings as of Januwary 1, 2007.
Subsequent to January 1, 2007, changes in the fair value of securities accounted for in accordance with SFAS 155
will be recorded in realized investment gains or losses.

In June 2006, the FASB issued FASB Interpretation 48 (“FIN 48"}, ““ Accounting for Uncertainty in Income
Taxes.” The interpretation clarifies the accounting for uncertainty in income taxes recognized in a company’s
financial statements in accordance with SFAS 109, ““Accounting for Income Taxes.” Specifically, the pronounce-
ment prescribes a recognition threshold and a measurement attribute for the financial statement recognition and
measurement of a tax position taken or expected to be taken in a tax return. The interpretation also provides
guidance on the related derecognition, classification, interest and penalties, accounting for interim periods,
disclosure and transition of uncertain tax positions. The Interpretation is effective for fiscal years beginning after
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December 15, 2006. The Company has completed an analysis of FIN 48 and does not expect any material effect
on its consolidated financial statements.

In September 2006, the FASB issued SFAS 157, “'Fair Value Measurements,” to define existing fair value
measurements, create a framework for measuring fair value, and expand disclosures about fair value measure-
ments. SFAS 157 is effective for financial statements issued for fiscal years beginning after November 15, 2007,
The Company is currently evaluating the impact of the adoption of SFAS 157, if any, on the Company’s financial
position or results of operations.

In September 2006, the FASB issued SFAS 158, “Employers’ Accounting for Defined Benefit Pension and
Other Postretirement Plans — an amendment of SFAS 87, 88, 106, and 132(R)”. SFAS 158 requires, as of
December 31, 2006, the Company to recognize the overfunded or underfunded status of a defined benefit
postretirement plan, including pension plans, as an asset or liability in its balance sheet, and to recognize changes
in that funded status in the year in which the changes occur through comprehensive income. The Company
adopted the recognition provisions of SFAS 158. As a result of the adoption, the Company has recorded a one-
time charge of $15.7 million to increase other liabilities, a $5.5 million deferred tax asset and a $10.2 million
decrease to accumulated other comprehensive income on its balance sheet. In addition, SFAS 158 requires that, as
of December 31. 2008, employers measure plan assets and liabilities as of the date of their financial statements.
SFAS 158 does nol require retrospective application.

In September 2006, the SEC issued Staff Accounting Bulletin 108 (**SAB 108") “Considering the Effects of
Prior Year Misstatements when Quantifying Misstatements in Current Year Financial Statements.” SAB 108
provides guidance on evaluating a misstatement and determining its materiality using the iron curtain (balance
sheet analysis) and rollover (income statement analysis) approaches, as well as correcting errors under the
approaches and transition guidance. SAB 108 is effective for fiscal years ending on or after November 15, 2006.
There was no effect to the Company’s consolidated financial statements resulting from the adoption of SAB 108.

In February 2007, the FASB issued SFAS No. 159, “The Fair Value Option for Financial Assets and
Financial Liabilities — Including an Amendment of FASB Statement No. 115,” which provides a fair value
option to measure many financial instruments and certain other assets and liabilities at fair value on an
instrument-by-instrument basis. SFAS No. 159 is effective for the Company beginning in the 2008 first quarter.
The Company is evaluating the impact of the adoption of SFAS 159 on its consolidated financial statements.

5. Business Combinations

On November 15, 2004, the Company acquired Overseas Partners US Reinsurance Company (*Opus Re”™),
a reinsurance company domiciled in the state of Delaware, the name of which has been changed to Clearwater
Select Insurance Company. The purchase price of $43.0 million, which was based on the fair value of the net
assets of Opus Re at the date of acquisition, was comprised of $237.8 million of assets, principally investments,
and $194.8 million of liabilities, principally unpaid losses and loss adjustment expense feserves. The Company
recorded an intangible asset with an indefinite life of $5.8 million, which as of December 31, 2006 and 2005 was
not impaired. There was no goodwill recognized related to the acquisition of Opus Re. Following the acquisition,
Clearwater Select was contributed to Clearwater.

On October |, 2004, the Company exchanged all of its common shares of First Capital Insurance Ltd.
(*“First Capital™), which represented 97.7% of the total common shares of First Capital, for Class B non-voting
common shares of Fairfax Asia Limited (“Fairfax Asia™), representing a 44.0% economic interest in Fairfax
Asia, Following the transaction, Fairfax Asia owns 97.7% of the common shares of First Capital. The transaction
valued the Company's interest in First Capital at $38.6 million, which was based on First Capital’'s GAAP
shareholders’ equity as of September 30, 2004, subject to certain adjustments, in exchange for Class B shares of
Eairfax Asia based on its fair value as of September 30, 2004. In recording the exchange, there was no gain or
loss recorded by the Company. Fairfax owns the remaining Class A and Class B common shares of Fairfax Asia.
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Prior to the exchange, the Company’s interest in First Capital was consolidated in the Company’s financial
statements. Following the exchange, the Company records its investment in Fairfax Asia in accordance with the
equity method of accounting. Subsequent to the exchange, the results of First Capital, including its underwriting
activity, are reflected in the Company’s investment income through its proportionate share of the net income of
Fairfax Asia,

6. Earnings Per Common Share

Basic earnings per common share is calculated by dividing net income (loss) available to common
sharcholders for the period by the weighted-average number of common shares outstanding during the period,
excluding those non-vested shares granted under the OdysseyRe Restricted Share Plan. Diluted eamings (loss)
per common share is calculated by dividing net income (loss) available to common shareholders for the period,
adjusted for interest expense on the 4.375% convertible scnior debentures, by the weighted-average number of
common shares outstanding during the period, inclusive of: vested and non-vested shares granted under the
OdysseyRe Restricted Share Plan, as determined using the treasury stock method; stock options that would be
assumed to be exercised on the balance sheet date, as determined using the treasury stock method: and the effect
of the conversion of the Company’s convertible debt to equity securities. Restricted shares, stock options or the
effect of the conversion of the convertible debt and the related interest expense are not included in the calculation
of dilutive earnings per common share, if the effect would be antidilutive.

Net income (loss) per common share for the years cnded December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 has been
computed in the following table based upon weighted average common shares outstanding (in thousands, except
share amounts):

2006 2005 2004

Net income (loss) ..., $ 507906 $§ (115722) $ 205,201
Preferred dividends ... ........ ... ... ....... ... (8,257) (1,944) —
Net income (loss) available to common

shareholders — basic .................... ... .. 499,649 (117.666) 205,201
Interest on 4.375% convertible senjor debentures, net

of tax ... 1,603 — 3,128
Net income (loss) available to common

sharcholders — diluted . ............... ... .. .. $ 501,252 $§ (117.666) $ 208,329

Weighted average common shares outstanding — basic 68,975,743 65,058,327 64,361,535
Effect of dilutive shares:

4.375% convertible senior debentures ........ ... ... 2,817,825 — 5,168,405
Stock options. . ......... ... . 146,584 — 167,620
Restricted shares .......................... .. .. 358,898 — 295,576
Total effect of dilutive shares.............. ... .. .. 3,323,307 — 5,631,601

Weighted average common shares outstanding —
L 72,299,050 65,058,327 69,993,136

$ (1.81) % 3.19
(L.81) 2.98
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In calculating diluted earnings per share, the Company is required to evaluate each stock option and
restricted stock grant to determine if it is dilutive or antidilutive in nature. For the year ended December 31, 2006,
140,153 existing stock options and restricted stock awards outstanding were excluded from the computation of
weighted average common shares for diluted eamings per common share, due to the antidilutive effect. For the
year ended December 31, 2005, the Company incurred a loss; therefore, all stock options, restricted stock awards
and shares related to the 4.375% convertible senior debentures were excluded from the weighted average shares
for diluted earnings per common share, due to the antidilutive effect during the year. Had a loss not been
recorded, the Company would have evaluated the dilutive effect of 6,049,782 shares for the year ended
December 31, 2005. For the year ended December 31, 2004, all outstanding stock options and restricted shares
were dilutive, and were included in the calculation of diluted eamings per common share.

7. Investments

A summary of the Company's investment portfolio as of December 31, 2006, excluding common stocks at
equity and other invested assets, is as follows (in thousands):

Cost or Gross Gross
Amortized Unrealized Unrealized
Cost Appreciation  Depreciation Fair Value
Fixed income securities;
United States government, government
agencies and authorities ............ $2,613336 § 7434 $103,398  $2,517,372
States, municipalities and political
subdivisions .. ...... i it 175,541 6,172 637 181,026
Foreign governments ... .............. 435,927 8,638 3,113 441,452
All other corporate .................. 322,852 40,794 1,916 361,730
Total fixed income securities ........ 3,547,656 63,038 109,114 3,501,580
Common stocks, at fair value:
Banks, trusts and insurance companies . . 162,065 34,136 781 195,420
Industrial, miscellaneous and all other . .. 386,073 26,120 — 412,193
Total common stocks, at fair value. . .. 548,138 60,256 781 607,613
Short-term investments, corporate and other 242,340 — — 242,340
Cash and cash equivalents. .............. 2,061,796 — — 2,061,796
Cash collateral for borrowed securities . . .. 242,096 — — 242,096
Total .o e $6,642,026 $123,294 $109,895 $6,655,425

Common stocks accounted for under the equity method of accounting were carried at $245.4 million as of
December 31, 2006, reflecting gross unrealized appreciation of $25.7 million and gross unrealized depreciation of
$4.1 million. Other invested assets, including amounts that were accounted for under the equity method of
accounting, were carried at $165.2 million as of December 31, 2006, reflecting gross unrealized appreciation of
$1.1 million and gross unrealized depreciation of $0.1 million.
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A summary of the Company’s investment portfolio as of December 31, 2005, excluding common stocks at
equity and other invested assets, is as follows (in thousands}:

Cost or Gross Gross
Amortized Unrealized Unrealized
Cost Appreciation Depreciation Fair Value
Fixed income securities:
United States government, government
agencies and authorities ............ $1,603,484 $14,214 $ 48,902 $1,568,796
States, municipalities and political
SubdIVISIONS . .. vvvvt e i e e 181,110 3,931 875 184,166
Foreign governments ................. 351,267 16,258 4 367,521
All other corporate .................. 509,821 15,384 50,751 474,454
Total fixed income securities ........ 2,645,682 49,787 100,532 2,594,937
Common stocks, at fair value:
Barks, trusts and insurance companies . . 223,338 41,061 286 264,113
Industrial, miscellaneous and all other ... 363,056 7,949 33,397 337,608
Total common stocks, at fair value. . .. 586,394 49,010 33,683 601,721
Short-termn investments:
United States government, government
agencies and authorities ............ 6,564 — — 6,564
Allother...... oo 192,939 — — 192,939
Total short-term investments .. ....... 199,503 — — 199,503
Cash and cash equivalents. .. ............ 1,528,427 — — 1,528,427
Cash collateral for borrowed securities . ... 240,642 — — 240,642
Total . ... $5,200,648 $98,797 $134,215 $5,165,230

Common stocks accounted for under the equity method of accounting were carried at $567.0 million as of
December 31, 2005, reflecting gross unrealized appreciation of $199.0 million and gross unrealized depreciation
of $4.0 million. Other invested assets, including amounts that were accounted for under the equity method of
accounting, were carried at $238.1 million as of December 31, 2005, reflecting gross unrealized appreciation of
$5.8 million and gross unrealized depreciation of $2.1 million.

The fair values of fixed income securities and common stocks are based on the quoted market prices of the
investments as of the close of business on December 31 of the respective years.
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(a) Fixed Income Maturity Schedule

The amortized cost and fair value of fixed income securities as of December 31, 2006, by contractual
maturity, are shown below (in thousands).

Amortized % of Total

Cost Fair Value Fair Value

Dueinone yearorless ... ... ...t $ 41437 0§ 43279 1.2%
Due after one year through five years .................. 1,070,312 1.080.485 30.9
Due after five years through ten years .................. 558,059 566,122 16.2
Due after LeN YEars . .......covrrreeenarinnreroneesos 1,877,848 1,811,604 51.7

Total fixed income securities. . ... ... .o vt $3,547,656  $3,501,580 100.0%

Actual maturities may differ from the contractual maturities shown in the table above due to the existence of
call or put options. In the case of securities containing call options, the actual maturity will be the same as the
contractual maturity if the issuer elects not to exercise its call option. Total securities subject to the call option
represent approximately 3% of the total fair vaiue. In the case of securities containing put options, the actual
maturity will be the same as the contractual maturity if the Company elects not to exercise its put option. Total
securities containing the put option represent approximately 4% of the total fair value.

(b) Net Investment Income and Realized Gains (Losses)

The following table sets forth the components of net investment income for the years ended December 31,
2006. 2005, and 2004 (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004

Interest on fixed income securities .. ... . i $141,763  $131,570 $125,326
Dividends on common stocks, at fair value ... .............. 15,210 13,638 13,766
Net income of common stocks, at equity.............. .ot 181,327 20.214 14,222
Interest on cash and short-term investments . ............... 122.531 54,567 19.623
Other invested aSSe18 .. .. oot n it 56,577 27.829 21,910

Gross investment INCOME . ..ot e et acaeannenns 517,408 247 818 194,847
Less: investment eXPenses . . .o oo v er e 21,022 8.980 10,484
Less: interest on funds held under reinsurance contracts ...... 9,267 18,746 20,115

Net investment INCOME . .« .o v v veeearnranensarenssens $487,119  $220,092 $164,248
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The following table sets forth the components of net realized investment gains and losses for the years ended
December 31, 2006, 2005, and 2004 (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Fixed income securities:
Realized investment gains . ......... ... oo ieoiiaiin, $ 49,798 S$111,813 § 55,899
Realized investment 10SSES . ... ..o ie i i e 19,393 29,816 2,352
Net realized investment gains ..............co.ovvunnn 30,405 81,997 53.547
Preferred stock:
Realized investment @ains . ............c..oomuerineanns — 26 —
Realized investment losses . .. ... ... oo — — —
Net realized investment gains . ...................... — 26 —
Equity securities:
Realized investment gains ..........c.ovvieeeinirann 222,355 08,506 94,840
Realized investment lOSSEs . .. ..o vv et nvens 47,006 33,879 2,425
Net realized investment gains ............. ... ... 175,349 64,627 92,415
Derivative securities:
Realized investment gains . ..... ...t 18,582 33,360 25,757
Realized investment 10SS€S . .. ...ttt 121,704 72,168 52,867
Net realized investment 10SS€S .. .. ... .oveereiinnns (103,122) (38,808) (27,110)
Other securities:
Realized investment gains . .......... ... o uararnnnnnn 130,290 23,104 19,450
Realized investment 10SSES . ... vv v i e ie i ceaennn- 43,793 71,080 16,278
Net realized investment gains (losses)................. 86,497 (47,976) 3,172
Total realized investment gains:
Realized investment gaing ..............coveeeeanenn 421,025 266,809 195,946
Realized investment JOSSES . o oo v e v oot 231,896 206,943 73,922
Net realized investment gains ....................... $ 189,129 § 59866 $122,024

Included in gross realized investment losses for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 are
$28.1 million and $54.9 million, respectively, related to realized investment losses on the other-than-temporary
write-down of fixed income, equity and other investments. The amount for 2006 reflects $8.1 million attributable
to other invested assets and a $2.9 million and $17.1 million write-down on fixed income and equity securities,
respectively. The amount for 2005 reflects $17.9 million attributable to fixed income securities, $17.6 million
related to equity securities and $19.4 million attributable to other securities. The Company did not recognize any
other-than-temporary write-down of investments for the year ended December 31, 2004.
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(¢} Unrealized Appreciation (Depreciation)

The following table sets forth the changes in unrealized net appreciation (depreciation) of investments, and
the related tax effect, reflected in accumulated other comprehensive income for the years ended December 31,
2006, 2005, and 2004 (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Fixed iNCOME SECUMIIES . . . ot vr e e ceaiae e $ 4670  $(54,102) $24044
Equity securilies ......... ..ot (129,180 110,298 (12,361)
Other invested aSSeS . . oot ieee e {(2.813) 1.713 2,243
Change in unrealized net appreciation of investments .. ..... (127.323) 57,909 13,926
Provision for deferred income taxes ........... ... .ot 44,563 (20,268) (4,874)

Net change in unrealized net appreciation of investments . . $ (82,760) $37.641 § 9,052

The Company reviews, on a quarterly basis, its investment portfolio for declines in value, and specifically
considers securities with market values that have declined to less than 80% of their cost or amortized cost at the
time of review. Generally, a change in the market or interest rate environment does not constitute an impairment
of an investment, but rather a temporary decline in value. Temporary declines in investments will be recorded as
unrealized depreciation, net of tax, in accumulated other comprehensive income. If the Company determines that
a decline is “*other-than-temporary,” the cost or amortized cost of the investment will be written down to the fair
value and a realized loss will be recorded in the Company’s consolidated statements of operations.

In assessing the value of the Company’s debt and equity securities held as investments and possible
impairments of such securities, the Company reviews (i) the issuer’s current financial position and disclosures
related thereto. (ii) general and specific market and industry developments, (iii) the timely payment by the issuer
of its principal, interest and other obligations, (iv) the outlook and expected financial performance of the issuer,
(v) current and historical valuation parameters for the issuer and similar companies, (vi) relevant forecasts,
analyses and recommendations by research analysts, rating agencies and investment advisors, and (vii} other
information the Company may consider relevant. In addition, the Company considers its ability and intent to hold
the securily to recovery when evaluating possible impairments.

The facts and circumstances involved in making a decision regarding an other-than-temporary-impairment
are those that exist at that time. Should the facts and circumstances change such that an other-than-temporary
impairment is considered appropriate, the Company will recognize the impairment, by reducing the cost or
amortized cost of the investment to its fair value, recording a realized investment loss in its consolidated
statement of operations. Upon the disposition of a security where an other-than-temporary impairment has been
taken, the Company will record a gain or loss based on the adjusted cost or amortized cost of the investment.
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The following tables reflect the fair value and gross unrealized depreciation of the Company’s fixed income
securities and common stocks, at fair value, aggregated by investment category and length of time that individual
securities have been in a continuous unrealized depreciation position, as of December 31, 2006 and December 31,

2005 (in thousands):

December 31, 206

Fixed income securities
investment grade:

United States
government,
government agencies
and authorities

States, municipalities
and political
subdivisions ........

Foreign governments . . .

Corporate

Total investment grade

Fixed income sccurities
non-investment grade,
COrporate . . ....vv- ..

Total fixed income
securities ... ......

Common stocks, at fair
value

Totat temporarily
impaired securities . ..

Duration of Unrealized Loss

Less than 12 Months Greater than 12 Months Total

Gross Number Gross Number Gross Number
Unrealized of Unrealized of Unrealized of

Fair Value Deprecintion Securities Fair Value Depreciation Securities Fair Value Depreciation Securities
$1,167,570  3(13,236) 15 $1,264,244  $(90,162) 39 $2,431,814  $(103,398) 54
38,785 (168) 4 37,507 (519) 11 76,292 (687) 15
282,170 (3,113 12 —_ — —_ 282,170 (3,113} 12
— — — 491 & 1l 491 o 1
1,488,525 (16,517} 31 1,302,242 {90.690) 51 2,790,767 (107.207) 82
7,399 (295) _3 62,073 (1,612) __2 69,472 (1,907) _5
1,495,924 (16,812) 34 1,364,315 {92,302) 53 2.860,239 (109,114} 87
— — — 13,797 (781) __I 13,797 (781) _l_
$1,495924  $(16,812) 34 $1,378,112  $(93,083) 54 $2.874,036 3(109,895) B8
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December 31, 2005

Fixed income securities
investment grade:

Uniled States government,
government agencies
and authorities ... .. ..

Statcs, municipalities and

political subdivisions . .
Foreign governmenits . ...
Corporate

Total investment grade
Fixed income securities

non-investment grade,

COMPOTAtE ..o vvvvre- s

Total fixed income
securities ... ... ...

Common stocks, at fuir
value

Total temporarily
impaired securities . ...

The Company believes the gross unrealized depreciation is temporary in nature and has not recorded a
realized investment loss in its statement of operations related to these securities. Given the size of its investment
portfolio and capital position, the Company has the ability and intent to hold these securities until the fair value
recovers to its original cost.

(d) Common Stocks, at Equity

Common stocks, at equity, totaled $245.4 million as of December 31, 2006, compared to $567.0 million as
of December 31. 2005. The following table shows the components of common stocks, at equity, as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005 (in thousands):

HWIC Asia Fund, Class A Shares
Hub International Limited

TRG Holding Corporation

MFXchange Holdings Inc.

2006 2005
.................................. 5 —  $371,855
......................................... 95,993 54.548
Fairfax Asia Limited. . ... .00 e 47,545 46,405
......................................... 79,859 75,580
Advent Capital (Holdings) PLC........ ... oo 19,718 16,014
........................................ 1,926 2,210
Other common StOCK. . ...t 375 344
Total common stock, at equUILY . . ..o $245416  $566,996

For common stocks, at equity, as of December 31, 2006, the relative ownership held by the Company is:
Hub International Limited (26.1% owned by Fairfax, which includes 13.3% owned by the Company), Fairfax
Asia Limited (100% owned by Fairfax, which includes a 29.5% economic interest owned by the Company),
TRG Holding Corporation {100% owned by Fairfax, which includes 13.0% owned by the Company), Advent
Capital (Holdings) PLC (44.5% owned by Fairfax, which includes 8.1% owned by the Company) and

Duration of Unrealized Loss
Less than 12 Months Greater than 12 Months

Gross Number Gross Number Gross Number
Unrealized of Unrealized of Unrealized of
Fair Value Depreciation Securities Fair Value Depreciation Securities Fair Value Depreciation Securities

‘Total

$1,071,890  $(32,947) 40 $395,707  $(15.955) 6 $1.467,597 $ (48.902) 46
46,336 317 10 21,646 (558) 5 67.982 (875) 15
997 Gy 1 — — — 997 ) 1

299 — il 487 am 1 786 e 2
1,119,522 (33.268) 52 417.840  (16.523) 12 1.537.362  (49.791) 64
224892 (30,536) 27 136,064  (20.205) 8 360956  (50.741) 35
1344414 (63.804) 79 553,904  (36,728) 20 1,898,318  (100.532) 99
167,374 (16,580} 9 137429 (17.103) 2 304,803 (33.683) 1l
$1,511,788  $(80,384) 88 $691,333  $(53.831) 22 $2203,121  $(134215) 110
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MFXchange Holdings Inc. (“"MFX") (100% owned by Fairfax, which includes 7.4% owned by the Company).
Common stocks, at equity, and certain other invested assets, are recorded under the equity method of accounting
based on the Company’s proportionate share of income or loss and changes in sharcholders’ equity of the
investee. Due to the timing of when financial information is reported by investees, results attributable to the
investments are generally reported by the Company on a one month or one quarter lag. Dividends received by the
Company from these entities were $6.0 million, $6.0 million, and $6.1 million for the years ended December 31,
2006, 2005, and 2004, respectively. The Company routinely evaluates the carrying value of these investments by
reviewing, among other things, each investee's current and expected operating performance and current and
historical trading values of the issuer’s securities, where applicable.

During 2006, the Company redeemed its interest in HWIC Asia, an investment vehicle that primarily invests
in public foreign equities, resulting in a realized gain of $75.1 million. HWIC Asia had been reflected in the
Company’s consolidated financial statements in accordance with the equity method of accounting since the
second quarter of 2005. The carrying value of investments reflected in the value of HWIC Asia is established at
their fair value based on quoted market prices. In accordance with the equity method of accounting, interest and
dividend income, and realized gains and losses of HWIC Asia are included in net investment income. Prior to the
redemption of HWIC Asia, the net amount of unrealized appreciation or depreciation of the Company's
proportional interest in investments held by HWIC Asia, net of applicable deferred income taxes, was reflected in
the Company's shareholders’ equity in accumulated other comprehensive income. The Company recorded
unrealized appreciation, net of deferred income taxes, of $112.2 million as of December 31, 2003 related to its
interest in HWIC Asia.

The following table reflects the effect of the Company's redemption of HWIC Asia shares during the year
ended December 31, 2006 (in thousands):

Year Ended

December 31,

2006
Shares redeemed . ... ... 6,016
Consideration . ... ... ... $424.372
Realized gain, pre-tax ............ .. ... ... ... $ 75.149

The Company’s equity in the net income of HWIC Asia is included in pre-tax net investment income and is
comprised of the following items for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Equity in net investment income of HWIC Asia................ $ 1061 $ 5069 $4.866
Equity in net realized capital gains of HWIC Asia.............. 167.646 27.906 1.377
Equity in net income of HWIC Asia, before taxes .............. $168.707  $32,975  $6.243

Including realized investment gains of $75.1 million for the year ended December 31, 2006, related to the
redemption of HWIC Asia shares, total realized investment gains from the Company’s interest in HWIC Asia
were $242.8 million, $27.9 million and $1.4 million, pre-tax for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and
2004, respectively,

A summary of HWIC Asia’s financial information. and the Company's proportionate share of HWIC Asia as
of August 16, 2006, the date of the Company’s redemption of HWIC Asia, and December 31, 2005, and for the
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period January 1, 2006 through August 16, 2006 and the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, follows
(in thousands):

Investee Financial Statements Company Share
August 16, December 31, August 16, December 31,
2006 2005 2006 2005
Invested aSSetS ..o oovvvevrrenaennnns $ 121460 $ 661817 $48,075 $371,902
Total assets ... ... 121,482 661,872 48,083 371,933
Total liabilities. .. ... vann, 61 69 24 39
INEt ASSEIS. ..o v e ci i eean e $ 121421 % 661,803 $48,059 $371,894
Investee Financial Statements Company Share
anuary 1 p 1
o e Ry Mt
2006 2005 2004 2006 2005 2004
Total revenues .. ............ $373,318 361,068 312,001 $169,829  $34,511 $7,004
Total expenses .. ............ 1,407 2,463 1,219 1,122 1,536 761
Net income ................ $371.911 $58.605 $10.782 $168,707 $32.975 $6.243

The aggregate of the Company’s equity investees’ summarized financial information, and the Company’s
proportionate share thereof, as of December 31, 2006 and 2005 and for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005
and 2004, follows (in thousands):

Investee Financial Statements Company Share
December 31, December 31,
2006 2005 2006 2005
Invested assets . . ... oo rneraenenn $1,500,883  $2,002,263  $226.114  $619,284
Total aSSELS . oo vt e 3,013,571 3,214,896 455,599 825,606
Total liabilities ........cvivinirinen 1,445,099 1,375,939 210,183 258,612
NELAsSELS o vv v e e e eee i e $1.568,472 $1,838957 $245416  $566,994
Investee Financial Statements Company Share
Year Ended December 31, Year Ended December 31,
2006 2005 2004 2006 2005 2004
Total revenues . ........ $1,054,178  $621,542  $460,539 $290,492  $147,640 $80,045
Total expenses ......... 590,665 633,201 424,199 109,165 127,426 65,823
Netincome ............ $ 463513  $(11,659) $ 36,340 $181,327 $ 20,214  $14,222

Due to the timing of when financial information is reported by equity investees, results attributable to these
investments are generally reported in the Company’s consolidated financial statements on a one month or one
quarter lag.
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{e) Other Invested Assets

Other invested assets totaled $165.2 million as of December 31, 2006, compared to $238.1 million as of
December 31, 2003, The following table shows the components of other invested assets as of December 31, 2006
and 2005 (in thousands):

2006 2005

Hedge funds, atequity .............. ... . ... . .. .. .. . . .. ... ... $ 40,333  $ 43,904
Private equity partnerships, atequity.................. ... ... ... ... .. 22,767 24,387
Mutual funds, at fairvalue . ... ... ... ... . .. 26,421 35,978
Derivatives, at fair value. . ........ ... ... ... . . . ... . . . ... 53,355 99,122
Benefit plan funds, at fairvalue. .............. ... ... ... .. ... ... ... 15,641 13,222
Other investments . .......... ... .. ... o 6,730 21.480

Total other invested assets ................. ... .. . . ... . ... ... . .. 3165247  $238.093

Many of the Company’s hedge fund and private equity investments are subject to restrictions on redemptions
or sales, which are determined by the governing documents thereof, and limit the Company’s ability to liquidate
these investments in the short term. Due to a time lag in reporting by a majority of hedge fund and private equity
fund managers, valuations for these investments are reported by OdysseyRe on a one month or one quarter lag.
Income from hedge funds and private equity investments included in net investment income totaled $29.3 million,
$15.6 million and $15.9 million for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively, With
respect to the Company’s $22.8 million in private equity partnerships included in other invested assets as of
December 31, 2006, the Company has commitments that may require additional funding of up to $23.1 million
over the next four years. Interest and dividend income, and realized and unrealized gains and losses of hedge
funds and private equity partnerships are generally included in net investment income. Other invested assets
include $6.7 million related to the Company's investment in O.R.E Holdings Limited, which is net of a other-
than-temporary write-down of $9.9 million, of which $7.5 million and $2.4 million was recognized during the
years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.

As of December 31, 2006, the Company’s holdings of financial instruments without quoted prices, or “non-
traded investments,” included a collateral loan, which was futly impaired during 2005. The Company routinely
evaluates the carrying values of these investments by reviewing the borrowers’ current financial position and the
timeliness of their interest and principal payments. As a result of this review, the Company recognized an other-
than-temporary write-down of $17.0 million for the year ended December 31, 2005 related to this loan. In
addition, a collateral loan, which had a value of $7.3 million as of December 31, 2005, was fully paid during
2006. As of December 31, 2005, the Company’s holdings consisted of these two collateral loans totaling
$7.3 million. These collateral loans, which are included in other investments, were valued at their unpaid
principal balances, reduced by amounts recorded as an other-than-temporary impairments.

() Derivative Investments and Short Sales

The Company uses credit default swaps, total return swaps, interest rate swaps, call option contracts and
short sales 10 manage against adverse changes in the values of assets and liabilities,

In the third quarter of 2004, the Company sold short Standard & Poor’s 500 depository receipts (“SPDRs™)
and the Financial Select SPDR Fund (“XLF} as an economic hedge against a general decline in our equity
portfolio. In order to reduce the margin maintenance requirements for these short positions, the Company
replaced the short positions with total return swaps, which had aggregate notional amounts of $581.4 million and
$451.8 million as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively, The margin maintenance
requirement related to the total return swaps was $10.5 million and $96.4 million as of December 31, 2006 and
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December 31, 2005, respectively. During the year ended December 31, 2006, total return swap contracts with an
aggregate notional amount of $969.8 million expired at a nei realized loss of $73.0 million. These total return
swap contracts were replaced by total return swap contracts with an aggregate notional amount of $1,099.4 mil-
lion. The swap transactions terminate during the first half of 2007. As of December 31, 2006 and December 31,
2005, the Company has provided $52.1 million and $104.3 million, respectively, of U.S. Treasury bills as
collateral for the swap transactions. The swap transactions are recorded at fair value in other liabilities and
changes in the fair value are recorded as realized gains or losses in the consolidated statement of operations in the
period in which they occur. For the twelve months ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the net change in
the fair value of the swap transactions resulted in a net realized toss of $73.5 million, $11.8 million and
$44.9 million, respectively.

In connection with the swap transactions, the Company owns SPDRs and XLF index call options at a cost of
$9.4 million and $13.6 million, respectively, with a strike price of approximately 99.8% and 120.0% of the
notional amount of the swap transactions as of December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2003, respectively. During
the year ended December 31, 2006, call options, with a notional amount of $789.0 million, expired at a net
realized loss of $7.2 million. These call options were replaced with call options purchased for $11.8 million and
having a notional amount of $830.2 million. A call option gives the purchaser the right, but not the obligation, to
purchase an underlying security at a specific price or prices at or for a certain time. Qur maximum potential loss
on the swap and option transactions was $0.9 million and $90.4 million as of December 31, 2006 and
December 31, 2005, respectively. The call options are recorded at fair value in other invested assets, and changes
in the fair value are recorded as a realized gain or loss in the consolidated statement of operations. For the year
ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the net change in the fair value of these call options resulted in a net
realized loss of $0.4 million, $10.6 million and, a net realized gain of $6.7 million, respectively.

In addition, as of December 3i, 2006 and 2005, the Company had sold short $115.3 million and
$83.5 million, respectively, primarily equity securities, for which it recorded a liability equal to the underlying
fair value of the securities of $119.8 million and $82.5 million, respectively. A net realized gain of $3.0 million
and $4.3 million for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, and a net realized loss of
$13.3 million for the year ended December 31, 2004 were recognized in the Company’s statements of operations.
As of December 31, 2006 and 2005, the Company provided cash and fixed income securities of $208.6 million
and $161.7 million, respectively, as collateral for the borrowed securities. The Company’s net investment income
for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was reduced by $7.2 million, $5.0 million and
$2.7 million, respectively, related to dividend and interest payments associated with the borrowed securities.

In connection with the short sales described above, the Company purchased a SPDR call option as protection
against a decline in the value of the short positions, at a cost of $0.4 mitlion. The call option is recorded at fair
value in other invested assets in the consolidated balance sheet and changes in the fair value are recorded as a
reatized gain or loss in the consolidated stalements of operations in the period in which they occur. For the years
ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, the net change in the fair value of the call option resulted in a net realized
toss of $0.1 million and $1.2 million respectively, and a net realized gain of $0.4 million for the year ended
December 31, 2004,

The Company has purchased credit default swaps, which are included in other invested assets, that provide a
hedge against adverse movements in the fair value of investments and other corporate assets resulting from
systemic financial and credit risk. Under a credit default swap, the Company agrees to pay at specified periods
fixed premium amounts based on an agreed notional principal amount in exchange for the credit default
protection on a specified asset. Credit default swaps are recorded at fair value, with the related changes in fair
value recognized as a realized gain or loss in the period in which they occur. The total cost of the credit default
swaps was $75.6 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2003, and the fair value was $13.5 million and
$36.2 million, as of December 31, 2006 and 2003, respectively. The notional amount of the credit default swaps
was $3.3 billion as of December 31, 2006 and 2005. The net change in the fair value of the credit default swaps
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resulted in a net realized loss of $22.6 million, $36.2 million and $4.5 million for the years ended December 31,
2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively.

The Company purchases interest rate options from time to time to protect it from movements in interest
rates. During the first quarter of 2006, the Company purchased a 20-year swaption contract with a notional
amount of $550.0 million, which provides an economic hedge against a decline in our fixed income portfolio as a
result of an increase in interest rates. This contract replaced a 10-year swaption with the notional amount of
$1.0 billion, initially purchased during the second quarter of 2005, which was closed during the first quarter of
2006 for consideration of $4.1 million, resulting in a realized loss of $1.7 million. The swaption gives the
Company the option, but not the obligation, to enter into an interest tate swap contract under which we would
receive a floating interest rate and pay a fixed interest rate based on the notional amount of the contract of
$550.0 million. The cost of the swaption was $9.6 million. This contract was closed and not replaced, during the
third quarter of 2006 for consideration of $8.2 million resulting in a realized loss of $1.4 million.

The Company has investments in warrants, which are contracts that grant the holder the right to purchase an
underlying financial instrument at a given price and time or at a series of prices and times. The total cost of the
warrants was $6.2 million and $7.0 miltion, and the fair value was $7.5 million and $11.9 million as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. The notional amount of the warrants was $189.7 million and
$219.2 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Warrants, which are included in other invested
assets, are recorded at fair value with the related changes in fair value recognized as a realized gain or loss in the
period in which they occur. As of December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the net change in the fair value of the
warrants resulted in a net realized loss of $4.4 million and a net realized gain of $6.9 million and $6.1 million,
respectively.

The Company holds options on certain securities within its fixed income portfolio, which allows the
Company to extend the maturity date of fixed income securities or convert fixed income securities to equity
securities. The par value and the imputed cost of the options on these securities were $289.8 million and
$19.6 million as of December 31, 2006, respectively, and $385.2 million and $33.1 million as of December 31,
2003, respectively. The options are recorded at fair value of $15.1 million and $34.9 million as of December 31,
2006 and 2005, respectively, in other invested assets and the change in fair value is recorded as a realized gain or
loss in the consolidated statement of operations. For the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004. the
change in the fair value of the options resulted in a realized gain of $1.1 million, $21.0 million and $9.2 million,
respectively.

Counterparties to the derivative instruments expose the Company to credit risk in the event of non-
performance. The Company believes this risk is low, given the diversification among various highly rated
counterparties. The credit risk exposure is represented by the fair value of the derivative instruments.

(g} Restricted Assets

The Company is required to maintain assets on deposit with various regulatory authorities to support its
insurance and reinsurance operations. These requirements are generally promulgated in the statutes and
regulations of the individual jurisdictions. The assets on deposit are available to settle insurance and reinsurance
liabilities. The Company utilizes trust funds in certain transactions where the trust funds are set up for the benefit
of the ceding companies and generally take the place of letter of credit requirements. As of December 31, 2006,
restricted assets totaled $1.1 billion, with $738.3 million included in fixed income securities and the remaining
balance of $370.7 million included in short term investments, cash and cash equivalents, Of the $1.1 billion held
in restricted assets, $209.9 million was held for foreign regulatory requirements, which included $86.5 million in
fixed income securities and the remaining balance of $123.4 million held in short term investments, cash and cash
equivalents.
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8. Accumulated Other Comprehensive Income

The following table shows the components of the change in accumulated other comprehensive income, net
of deferred income taxes, for the years ending December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in thousands}).

2006 2005 2004

Beginning balance of accumulated other comprehensive income  $119,039 $122,218 % 99,403

Beginning balance of unrealized net appreciation on securities 106,137 68,496 59,444
Ending balance of unrealized net appreciation on securities . . .. 23,377 106,137 68,496
Current period change in unrealized net appreciation on

GECUITIIES « « e vv e e e ieee et ema e (82,760) 37,641 9,052
Beginning balance of foreign currency translation adjustments 14,107 54,947 41,181
Ending balance of foreign currency translation adjustments . . .. 13,447 14,107 54,947
Current period change in foreign currency translation

AdJUSLIMENLS . . oL o o (660)  (40,840) 13,766
Beginning balance of minimum pension Hability ............ (1,205) (1,225) (1,222)
Ending balance of minimum pension liability ............... (1,259) (1,205) {1,225)
Current period change of minimum pension liability ......... (54) 20 {3)
Other comprehensive income (10s8) ...t (83,474) (3.179) 22,815
Effect of a change in accounting due to the adoption of

SFAS 158 (Note 19) ..ot (10,236} — —

Ending balance of accumulated other comprehensive income .. $ 25,329 $il19,039 $122218
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The components of comprehensive income (loss) for the years ending December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004
are shown in the following table (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004

Net income (F0SS) . oo v v e ir et $ 507906  $(115,722) $205,201
Other comprehensive income (loss), before tax:
Unrealized net appreciation on securities arising during the

PEEIOG v e 26,550 125,801 73,404
Reclassification adjustment for realized gains included in

net income (l0SS) -« - oot i et i (153,873) (67,892) {59.,478)
Foreign currency translation adjustments ................ (1,015) (62,831) 21,178
Minimum pension liability ....... ... .. .o Ll (84) 30 &)
Other comprehensive income (loss), before tax . .......... (128,422) (4,892) 35,099
Tax benefit {expense):
Unrealized net appreciation on securities arising during the

PEriod ... (9,292) (44,030) (25,691)
Reclassification adjustment for realized gains included in

net income (10S8) .. .ottt e 53,855 23,762 20,817
Foreign currency translation adjustments ................ 355 21,991 (7,.412)
Minimum pension liability ........................... 30 (10} 2
Total tax benefit (expense) ..........coeeiininanan... 44,948 1,713 {12,284
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of tax ........... (83,474) (3,179) 22,815
Comprehensive income (loss) ................ . ... ... $ 424,432 $(118,901) $228,016
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9, Unpaid Losses and Loss Adjustment Expenses

The following table sets forth the activity in the liability for unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses for
the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004

Gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses,

beginning of year. ........ ... $5.117,708  $4,224.624  $3.399.535
Less: ceded unpaid losses and loss adjustment ¢xpenses.

beginning of year. ... oo 1,206,785 1,052,733 1,028,090
Net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses,

beginning of year. . ...... ... i 3,910,923 3,171,891 2,371,445
Add: Acquisition and disposition of net unpaid losses

and loss adjustment €Xpenses .. ... — — 77,074
Add: Losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred

related to:

CUTENL YEAN o oot i e e en e 1,344,322 1.888.946 1,441,086

PHOE YEATS « .o oiinn e 139,875 172,665 190.020
Total losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred .. .. 1,484,197 2,061,611 1,631,106
Less: Paid losses and loss adjustment expenses related

to:

CULTENE YEAT L . v e e e i i i iia e snss 251,254 380.767 300,273

PROT YEAFS .o\t e it aeiee s anees 787,311 913,684 632,373
Total paid losses and loss adjustment expenses. ....... 1,038,565 1.294,451 932,646
Effects of exchange rate changes ................... 46,585 (28,128) 24,912
Net unpaid losses and loss adjustiment expenses. end of

YA . o ot e e e 4,403,140 3,910,923 3,171,891
Add: ceded unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses,

end OF YEar .. ... ovv e 739,019 1,206,785 1,052,733
Gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, end

Of WEAr ..o $5.142.159  $5.117,708  $4.224.624

Estimates of reserves for unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses are contingent on many events that
may or may not occur in the future. The eventual outcome of these events may be different from the assumptions
underlying the Company’s rescrve estimates. In the event that the business environment and loss trends diverge
from expected trends, the Company may have to adjust its reserves accordingly. The Company believes that the
recorded estimate represents the best estimate of unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses based on the
information available as of December 31, 2006, The cstimate is reviewed on a quarterly basis and the ultimate
liability may be more or less than the amounts provided, for which any adjustments will be reflected in the
periods in which they become known.

The Company is exposed to losses arising from a variety of catastrophic events, such as hurricanes,
windstorms and floods. The loss estimates for these events represent the Company’s best estimate based on the
most recent information available. The Company uses various approaches in estimating its loss, including a
detailed review of exposed contracts and information from ceding companies. As additional information becomes
available, including information from ceding companies. actual losses may exceed the Company’s estimated
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losses, potentially resulting in adverse effects to the Company’s financial results. The extraordinary nature of
these losses, including potential legal and regulatory implications, creates substantial uncertainty and complexity

in estimating these losses. Considerable time may elapse before the adequacy of the Company’s estimates can be
determined.

Losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred related to the current year were $1,344.3 million,
$1,888.9 million and $1,441.1 million for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively. The
higher current year losses and loss adjustment expenses in 2005 were principally related to catastrophe events.
For the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, current year catastrophe events were $34.9 million,
$537.9 million and $1338.8 million, respectively.

For the year ended December 31, 2003, the total catastrophe losses of $537.9 million include net losses and
loss adjustment expenses of $445.9 million, net of reinsurance of $241.1 million, related to Hurricanes Katrina.
Rita and Wilma, which occurred during the third and fourth quarters of 2005. In addition, for the year ended
December 31, 2005, the Company incurred losses of $25.6 million related to Windstorm Erwin. For the year
ended December 31, 2006, the loss estimates for Hurricanes Katrina, Rita and Wilma were increased by
$49.4 million (11.1% of 2005 estimate) principally attributable to unexpected loss emergence in 2006 on marine
and Florida proportional property accounts and due to the triggering of industry loss warranty contracts written
by the Company resulting from deterioration in industry-wide Wilma loss estimates.

For the year ended December 31, 2004, the total catastrophe losses of $138.8 million include net losses und
loss adjustment expenses of $93.4 million, net of reinsurance of $77.8 million, related 10 the 2004 Florida
Hurricanes. For the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, incurred loss estimates for the 2004 Florida
Hurricanes were increased $2.0 million and $3.4 million due to unexpected loss emergence during these years,

Losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred related to prior years were $139.9 million, $172.7 million and
$190.0 million for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively. Prior period losses and loss
adjustment expenses for the year ended December 31, 2006 include $42.6 million related to 2005 and prior
catastrophe activity, principally related to greater than expected emergence in 2006 on Hurricanes Katrina, Rita
and Wilma discussed above. In addition, prior period losses and loss adjusiment expenses for the year ended
December 31, 2006 for asbestos were increased $27.1 million due to greater than expected emergence during the
year. The remaining amount of prior period losses of $70.2 million in 2006 was predominantly attributable to
increased loss estimates due to loss emergence greater than expectations during the year on U.S. casualty classes
of business written in 2001 and prior. This increase was partially offset by reduced loss estimates due to loss
emergence less than expectations during the year on business written in more recent years. Prior period losses and
loss adjustment expenses for the year ended December 31, 2005 include $15.0 million related to 2004 and prior
catastrophe activity, principally related to greater than expected emergence in 2005 on the 2004 Florida
Hurricanes, and the Indonesian earthquake and resulting tsunami and Typhoon Songda. In addition, prior period
tosses and loss adjustment expenses for the year ended December 31, 2005 for asbestos increased $41.2 million
due to greater than expected loss emergence in the year. The remaining amount of prior period losses of
$116.5 million in 2005 was predominantly attributable to increased loss estimates due to loss emergence greater
than expectations during the year on U.S. casualty classes of business written in 2001 and prior. This increase
was partially offset by reduced loss estimates due to loss emergence lower than expectations during the year on
business written in more recent vears. Prior period losses and loss adjustment expenses for the year ended
December 31, 2004 include $7.6 million related te 2003 and prior catastrophe activity, principally related to
greater than expected emergence in 2004 on the Mexican fioods, Typhoon Maemi, and the Algerian earthquake,
each of which occurred in 2003, In additien, prior period losses and loss adjustment expenses for the year ended
December 31, 2004 for asbestos were increased $30.0 million due to greater than expected loss emergence during
the year. The remaining amount of prior period losses of $152.4 million in 2004 was predominantly attributable
to increased loss estimates due to loss emergence greater than expectations during the year on U.S. casualty
classes of business written in 2001 and prior. This increase was partially offset by reduced loss estimates due to
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loss emergence lower than expectations during the year on environmental pollution and business written in more
recent years.

The Company uses tabular reserving for workers’ compensation indemnity reserves, which are considered to
be fixed and determinable, and discounts such reserves using an interest rate of 3.5%. Losses have been
discounted using the Life Table for Total Population: United States, 2003. Reserves reported at the discounted
value were $134.2 million and $126.1 million as of December 31. 2006 and 2003, respectively. The amount of
case reserve discount was $64.9 million and $61.1 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2003, respectively. The
amount of incurred but not reported reserve discount was $30.2 million and $29.2 million as of December 31,
2006 and 2003, respectively.

10. Asbestos and Environmental Losses and Loss Adjustment Expenses

The Company has exposure to losses from asbestos. environmental poliution and other latent injury damage
claims. Gross unpaid asbestos and environmental losses and loss adjustment expenses as of December 31, 2006
were $344.7 million, representing 6.7% of total gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses. Exposure
arises from reinsurance contracts under which the Company has assumed liabilities, on an indemnity or
assumption basis, from ceding companies, primarily in connection with general liability insurance policies issued
by such ceding companies. The Company’s estimate of its ultimate liability for such exposures includes “‘case
basis™ reserves and a provision for liabilities incurred but not reported. Case basis reserves are a combination of
reserves reported to the Company by ceding companies and additional case reserves determined by the Company.
The provision for liabilities incurred but not reported is established based on an annual review of Company and
external trends in reported loss and claim payments.

Estimation of ultimate asbestos and environmental liabilities is unusually difficult due to several significant
issues surrounding these exposures. Among the issues are: (i) the long period between exposure and manifesta-
tion of an injury; (i) difficulty in identifying the sources of asbestos or environmental contamination;
(iii) difficulty in allocating responsibility or liability for asbestos or environmental damage; (iv) difficulty
determining whether coverage exists; (v) changes in underlying laws and judicial interpretation of those laws; and
{vi) uncertainty regarding the identity and number of insureds with potential asbestos or environmental exposure.

Several additional factors have emerged in recent years regarding asbestos exposure that further compound
the difficulty in estimating ultimate losses for this exposure. These factors include: (i) continued growth in the
number of claims filed due to an increasingly aggressive plaintiffs’ bar: (ii) an increase in claims involving
defendants formerly regarded as peripheral; (iii) growth in the use of bankruptcy filings by companies as a result
of asbestos liabilities, which companies in some cases attempt to resolve asbestos liabilities in a manner that is
prejudicial to insurers; (iv) the concentration of claims in states with laws or jury pools particularly favorable to
plaintiffs; and (v) the potential that states or the federal government may enact legislation on asbestos litigation
reform.

The Company's reserves for asbestos and environmental related liabilities displayed below are from business
written in years 1985 and prior. The Company’s asbestos and environmental reserve development, gross and net
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of reinsurance, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, is set forth in the table below (in
thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Asbestos
Gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, beginning of
VAL « « ittt et $274,724  $242,151  $216,070
Add: Gross losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred . . ... 62,460 54,212 54,197
Less: Gross calendar year paid losses and loss adjustment
EXPEISES . o ot e vttt e e 28,437 21,639 28,116

Gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, end of year  $308,747  $274,724  $242,151

Net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, beginning of

L1 A N $119,268 $ 82,710 § 52,747
Add: Net losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred . ... ... 27,127 41,165 29,963
Less: Net calendar year paid losses and loss adjusiment

BXPEISES . oo ottt (42,620) 4,607 —_
Net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, end of year .. $189,015  $119,268 § 82,710
Environmental
Gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, beginning of

YA oo $ 40420 % 29,898 $ 33,321
Add: Gross losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred . . . .. (628) 9,748 2,741
Less: Gross calendar year paid losses and loss adjustment

EXPEINISES . v ittt e e 3,857 (774) 0,164

Gross unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, end of year  $ 35935 $ 40420 § 29,898

Net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, beginning of

FOAT . o ot e $ 13522 $ 16251 $ 37,398
Add: Net losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred ....... (2,170) (846) (21,147)
Less: Net calendar year paid losses and loss adjustment

EXPETISES . o\ttt it i (15,393) 1,883 _

Net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses, end of year .. $ 26,745 § 13,522 § 16,251

Net losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred for asbestos claims increased $27.1 million for the year
ended December 31, 2006. Included in this increase is a net reserve increase of $40.6 million, a $17.3 million
benefit resulting from the amortization of the deferred gain related to the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement and a loss of
$3.8 million related to the commutation of this agreement. Also as a result of this commutation, net reserves were
increased by $49.9 million and net paid losses were decreased by $63.4 million.

Net losses and loss adjustment expenses incurred for environmental claims decreased $2.2 million for the
year ended December 31, 2006. Included in this reduction is a net reserve decrease of $0.3 million, a $3.1 million
benefit resulting from the amortization of the deferred gain related to the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement and a loss of
$1.2 million related to the commutation of this agreement. Also as a result of this commutation, net reserves were
increased by $17.3 million and net paid losses were decreased by $19.2 million.

The Company’s survival ratio for asbestos and environmental related liabilities as of December 31, 2006 is
11 years. The Company’s underlying survival ratio for asbestos related liabilities is 11 years and for
environmental related liabilities is 18 years. The survival ratio represents the asbestos and environmental reserves,
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net of reinsurance, on December 31, 2006, divided by the average paid asbestos and environmental claims for the
last three years of $19.3 million which are net of reinsurance but prior to amounts subject to cession to the 1995
Stop Loss Agreement.

11. Reinsurance and Retrocessions

The Company utilizes retrocessional agreements principally to reduce and spread the risk of loss on its
insurance and reinsurance business and to limit its exposure to multiple claims arising from single occurrence.
There is a credit risk with respect 1o reinsurance, which would become an ultimate liability of the Company in the
event that such reinsuring companies are unable. at some later date, to meet their obligations under the
reinsurance agreements in force. Reinsurance recoverables are recorded as assets and a reserve for uncollectible
reinsurance recoverables is established, based on the Company’s evaluation of each retrocessionaires’ ability 10
meet their obligations under the agreements. Premiums written and earned are stated net of reinsurance ceded in
the consolidated statements of operations, Direct, reinsurance assumed, reinsurance ceded and net amounts for
the years ended December 31. 2006. 2005 and 2004 follow (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004

Premiums Written

(01T ] DTSRI $ 712,149 $ 763270 $ 702,127

Add: assumed ... 1,623,593 1.863.650 1.948.648

Less: ceded ..o e 174,807 325,251 288,970

T S MU $2.160935  $2,301,669  $2,361,805
Premiums Earned

I o DI $ 728949 $ 737.165 $§ 697,998

Add: assumed ... 1,706,589 1,873,119 1,936,377

Less: ceded .o n o e 209,712 333,464 300,864

NEL o o et ettt £2.225.826 $2,276,820 $2,333.511

The total amount of reinsurance recoverable on paid and unpaid losses as of December 31, 2006 and 2005
was $798.8 million and $1.347.7 million, respectively. The Company has established a reserve for potentially
uncollectible reinsurance recoverables based upon an evaluation of each retrocessionaire and the Company’s
assessment as to the collectibility of individual balances. The reserve for uncollectible recoverables as of
December 31. 2006 and 2005 was $42.5 million and $30.9 million, respectively, and has been netted against
reinsurance recoverables on loss payments in the consolidated balance sheets. The Company has also established
a reserve for potentially uncollectible assumed reinsurance balances of $1.9 million and $6.3 million as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, which has been netted against premiums receivable.

The Company's reinsurance protection, which covered certain amounts of its 1995 and prior unpaid losses
and loss adjustment expenses (the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement’"), provided by nSpire Re Limited (“nSpire Re™),
a wholly-owned subsidiary of Fairfax, was commuted effective September 29, 2006, for consideration of
$63.2 million. In accordance with the terms of the commutation agreement, the Company commuited ceded loss
reserves of $71.8 million, resulting in a commutation loss of $5.5 million, pre-tax, for the year ended
December 31. 2006. The 1995 Stop Loss Agreement was originally entered into with Skandia Insurance
Company Ltd. ("Skandia™) in conjunction with the purchase of Clearwater in 1996. Pursuant to the agreement,
the Company paid a premium of $60.5 million in 1995 for protection of $175.0 million in excess of Clearwater’s
December 31, 1995 reserves for net unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses and reserves for uncollectible
reinsurance. In January 1999, the liabilities under the contract were assigned by Skandia to nSpire Re for
$97.0 million in consideration. Following the assignment to nSpire Re, the Company accounted for the 1995 Stop
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Loss Agreement as retroactive reinsurance. Accordingly, losses ceded under the contract in excess of $97.0 mii-
lion in the aggregate had been recorded as a deferred gain rather than as a benefit in the applicable periods. The
deferred gain had been amortized into income over the estimated remaining settlement period of the underlying
claims. As of December 31, 2005, the Company has utilized the full limit of $175.0 million under the 1995 Stop
Loss Agreement. The Company ceded losses of $17.5 million to the 1995 Stop Loss Agreement in each of the
years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, resulting in income of $11.3 million (7.3 million after tax) and
$8.7 million ($5.7 million after tax) for the years ended December 31, 2005 und 2004, respectively. There were
no cessions to this agreement in 2006. The Company received $78.0 million in cash from nSpire Re on March 29,
2006, which reduced the outstanding recoverable. As the $78.0 million was received in advance of the payment of
the underlying claims by the Company, it is included as an adjustment to net unpaid losses and loss adjustment
expenses, which increased by $78.0 million. In connection with the receipt of this cash, for the three moenths
ended March 31, 2006, the Company has recognized $19.3 million ($12.5 million after tax) of the cumulative
deferred gain, an increase of $17.9 million ($11.7 million after tax) over the anticipated deferred gain
amortization, as a reduction in losses and loss adjustment expenses.

For the years ending December 31, 2001 and prior, the Company utilized whole account aggregate excess of
loss retrocessional coverage (“Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements™) to manage its exposures, including
catastrophic occurrences and the potential accumulation of exposures. As further discussed below, during the
second quarter of 2006, the Company commuted certain whole account excess of loss agreements. In addition,
Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements were purchased covering underwriting years 2002 through 2004
though no losses were ceded to these coverages. In each calendar year, the Compuany has the ability to cede losses
attributable to certain prior periods to the Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements to the extent there are
limits remaining for the period. These agreements cover business written or incepting during a defined period of
time (underwriting year), which is typically twelve months, or in other cases, business earned during a defined
period of time (accident year). The Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements were purchased on an
underwriting year basis for 1996 through 2004 and on an accident year basis for 1994 and 1995. Accident year
agreements were also purchased to supplement the 1996 and 1997 underwriting year agreements. All of these
Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements covering underwriting and accident years have been commuted
except for two agreements covering underwriting years 2000 and 2001. Loss cession limits on these two covers
still outstanding have been fully milized as of December 31, 2005. Each agreement provides for recoveries from
the retrocessionaires, subject to a limit, in the event that the net subject business results in a composite ratio (the
sum of the commission and loss ratios), or in some agreements a loss ratio, in excess of a specified attachment
point. The attachment point is net of other inuring third party reinsurance. The premium paid, net of commission,
by the Company is calculated based on a contractual fixed rate that is applied to the total premiums covered by
the retrocession agreements. Each agreement includes a provision for additional premium, subject to a maximum,
based on the amount of loss activity under the agreement. Reinsurance recoverables on paid and unpaid losses are
fully secured by letters of credit or funds held by the Company.

In each calendar year, subject to certain limits, the Company has the ability to cede losses that are
attributable to the covered period unti! all applicable losses are paid and settled, which is typically several years
beyond the covered period, or until the contract is terminated by the Company. The ability of the Company to
cede losses in any given calendar year that are attributable to prior periods will depend on the nature of the risk
which generated the loss, the time period from which the losses originate and whether there are limits remaining
covering the subject period. Losses attributable to prior periods are ceded to the treaties and recorded in the
period in which they are ceded. Additional premiums, if any, are determined and recorded in the period when
losses are ceded. When additional premiums are due, the interest on the funds attributable to the additional
premiums ceded is typically calculated based on the inception period of the contract and the cumulative interest
expense is recognized in the period when additional premiums are due. As of December 31, 2006, the limits for
the other retrocessional agreements have been fully utilized or commuted.
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The Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements provide that the Company may withhold a significant
portion of the premivm payable to the retrocessionaires in funds held accounts, which, under certain
circumstances, may be set-off against the retrocessionaires’ losses and other obligations owed to the Company.
These funds are shown as a liability in the Company’s consolidated balance sheets as funds held under
reinsurance contracts. Interest on the funds held account. calculated using a contractual fixed interest rate of
approximately 7.0% for those agreements with amounts ceded, is credited quarterly by the Company, which
results in an increase in the funds held account balance and is recorded as an expense, reducing the Company'’s
investment income. Loss payments are deducted from the funds held account balance. which reduces the liability
as such payments are made.

During the second quarter of 2006, the Company commuted certain Whole Account Excess of Loss
Agreements for total consideration of $80.6 million through the settlement of funds held under reinsurance
contracts and the receipt of cash from the reinsurer, net of the settlement of outstanding commissions receivable.
During the second quarter of 2006, the commutation of these contracts decreased the Company's paid and unpaid
reinsurance recoverables by $71.0 million, resulting in a commutation gain of $9.5 million. This commutation
covered all outstanding Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements applicable to underwriting and accident
years 1999 and prior. as well as the reinsurer’s participation on underwriting years 2000 and 2001.

In addition to the Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements, the Company entered into a three-year
aggregate excess of loss reinsurance contracts protecting its United States facultative casualty business for
underwriting years 1998 through 2000 (“Facultative Excess of Loss Agreement”) which indemnified the
Company for losses in excess of an annual retention, subject to an annual limit of liability. The aggregate limit for
underwriting years 1998, 1999 and 2000 was equal to 40% of the Company’s total facultative net premiums
written, subject 1o a minimum annual dollar limit of $7.4 million, and a maximum annual dollar limit of
$18.5 million. The aggregate limit of liability is $41.6 million across all years, which has been fully utilized. The
retention in each year was equal to the greater of $9.3 million or 51.0% of the subject written premium income,
together with amounts contributed to a loss payment account under the agreement. The Company maintained a
loss payment account for the benetit of the reinsurer, equal to 18.5% of the subject written premium income for
underwriting year 1998, and 18.9% for each of 1999 and 2000. A minimum interest credit was applied to the loss
payment account, equal to the one year U.S. Treasury Bill yield plus 75 basis points. During December 2006, the
Company entered into a commutation and release agreement related to this contract, pursuant to which all rights,
obligations and liabilities were fully and finally setled. As a result of the commutation, a pre-tax loss of
$1.4 million was recognized. Additionaily, reinsurance recoverables have been reduced by $16.1 million for the
year ended December 31, 2006.

The income (loss) before income taxes reflected in the Company’s statements of operations related to the
Company’s Whole Account Excess of Loss Agreements and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreement, including the
effect of commutations, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 is as follows (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Ceded earned Premium . ... .. ..ovv v $(1,695) $(13,921) $ (6,603)
Ceded aCQUISILION COSIS .. .o\ v vt 1,500 5,262 2,696
Ceded losses and loss adjustment exXpenses . ............... .- 8,287 18,725 5,611
Net underwriting iNCOME . . .« ..o vv e s 8,092 10,066 1,704
INLETESE EXPERISE o o . . v o ovvamcvne o mmmerrm e (8,696) (18,702) (20,097)
Loss before iNCOME TAXES . .o v vv e iarrecnes e § (604) $ (8.636) $(18,393)

The Company has recorded interest expense associated with other ceded reinsurance agreements, and not
reflected in the table above, of $571 thousand, $372 thousand and $18 thousand for the years ended December 31,
2006, 2005 and 2004. respectively.
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As indicated by the table above, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the Company
ceded $8.3 million, $18.7 million and $5.6 million, respectively, of losses and LAE, primarily to the 2001
aggregate excess of loss treaty. The increases in losses ceded to the Company’s Whole Account and Facultative
Excess of Loss Agreements, for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 were primarily attributable
to adverse loss development on casualty business written in 2001. Losses ceded to the Company’s Whole
Account and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreements represented 1.1% of the Company’s pre-tax income in 2006,
10.3% of the Company’s pre-tax loss in 2005 and 1.8% of pre-tax income in 2004.

The reinsurance recoverables on paid and unpaid losses related to the Whole Account Excess of Loss
Agreements and Facultative Excess of Loss Agreement are $122.2 million and $251.9 million as of December 31,
2006 and 2005, respectively. Funds held under reinsurance contracts related to these agreements, shown as a
liability on the Company’s consolidated balance sheets, reflect $83.4 million and $150.7 million as of
December 31, 2006 and 20035, respectively. Other collateral related to these agreements is $43.2 million and
$124.8 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.

12. Reinsurance Recoverables

The Company’s ten largest reinsurers represent 49.6% of its total reinsurance recoverables as of Decem-
ber 31, 2006. Amounts due from all other reinsurers are diversified, with no other individual reinsurer
representing more than $15.4 million, or 1.9%, of reinsurance recoverables as of December 31, 2006, and the
average balance is less than $3.0 million. The Company held total collaterai of $238.2 million as of December 31,
2006, representing 29.8% of total reinsurance recoverables. The following table shows the total amount that is
recoverable from each of the Company’s ten largest reinsurers for paid and unpaid losses as of December 31,
2006, the amount of collateral held, and each reinsurer’s A.M. Best rating (in thousands):

Reinsurance Percent A.M. Best
Reinsurer Recoverables  of Total Collateral Rating
Underwriters Reinsurance Company (Barbados)

Incorporated . . ......... ... .. .. ... ... $120,074 15.0% $120,074 NR
Lloyd’s. . ... .. o 63,301 79 430 A
Federal Insurance Company .................... 38,520 4.8 — A++
Hannover Ruckversicherungs AG................ 33,906 43 396 A
Partner Reinsurance Company of the US . ........ 28,999 3.6 910 A+
Ace Property and Casuvalty Insurance ............ 24920 3.1 220 A+
Transatlantic Reinsurance Company ............. 24,617 3.1 65 A+
Arch Reinsurance Company .. ............... ... 20,489 2.6 17,820 A-
Swiss Reinsurance America Corp. .............. 21,753 2.7 144 A+
GE Frankena Reinsurance Ltd. ................. 19,604 2.5 114 A
Subtotal ... .. .. .. 396,183 49.6 140,173
Allother ... .. ... .. 402,604 50.4 97,979
Total . ..o $798,787 100.0% $238,152

Reinsurance recoverables were $1,347.7 million and collateral was $755.7 million, or 56.1% of the
reinsurance recoverable balance, as of December 31, 2005.

Several individual reinsurers are part of the same corporate group. The following table shows the five largest
aggregate amounts that are recoverable from all individual entities that form part of the same corporate group as
of December 31, 2006 and the amount of collateral beld from each group (in thousands).
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Reinsurance Percent of

Reinsurer Recoverable Total Collateral
Swiss RE GIOUP oo vvvvvne ot nenees $197.624 247%  $120,195
LIOYA™S © o veti e 63,301 7.9 430
Ace INAGIOUP .. it 38.295 4.8 167
Chubb Group ..« oeevime e 39,215 4.9 —
HDY GIOUP - ovve v onee i eaans s s s 37,180 4.7 2,487
SUB LOTAl .« oo et 375,615 47.0 123,279
AL OIRET ottt et 423,172 53.0 114,873
Total ot e $798.787 100.0%  $238,152

The Company is the beneficiary of letters of credit. cash, and other forms of collateral to secure certain
amounts due from its reinsurers. The total amount of collateral held by the Company as of December 31, 2006 is
$238.2 million, which reprcsents 29.8% of the total amount of reinsurance recoverables, comprised of the
following forms of collateral (in thousands):

Percent of
F_om[ﬂate_ml Collateral Recoverables
Letters OF CTEUIL « « o v oo e oe i ansrm e e $ 96.960 12.1%
Funds withheld from reinsSurers ... ... ..o veen v eoaannarnenros 96,854 12.1
TrUSU BEFCRIMENLS L. oo\ eeen e e e s s et 44,338 5.6
T T T R $238,152 29 8%

Each reinsurance contract between the Company and the reinsurer describes the losses which are covered
under the contract and terms upon which paymenis are to be made. The Company generally has the ability to
utilize collateral to settle unpaid balances due under its reinsurance contracts when it determines that the reinsurer
has not met its contractual obligations. Letters of credit are for the sole benefit of the Company to support the
obligations of the reinsurer, providing the Company with the unconditional ability, in its sole discretion, to draw
upon the letters of credit in support of any unpaid amounts due under the relevant contracts. Cash and investments
supporting funds withheld from reinsurers are included in the Company's invested assets. Funds withheld from
reinsurers are typically used to automatically oftset payments due to the Company in accordance with the terms
of the relevant reinsurance contracts, Amounts held under trust agreements are typically comprised of cash and
investment grade fixed income securities and are not included in the Company’s invested assets. The ability of the
Company to draw upon funds held under trust agreements to satisfy any unpaid amounts due under the relevant
reinsurance contracts is typicaily unconditional and at the sole discretion of the Company.
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13. Debt Obligations, Common Shares and Preferred Shares
Debt Obligations

The components of debt obligations as of December 31, 2006 and 2005 are as follows (in thousands):

2006 2005
7.49% Senior Notes due 2006 .. ...ttt 5 — § 40,729
7.65% Senior Notes due 2013 ... ... ... . i 224703 224,659
6.875% Senior Notes due 2015 . ... ... . 124,327 124,247
Series A Floating Rate Senior Debentures due 2021 ... ... .. ... ... ... 50,000 —
Series B Floating Rate Senior Debentures due 2016 ... .. ... . ... .. ... 50,000 —
Series C Floating Rate Senior Debentures due 2021 .................... 40,000 —
4.375% Convertible Senior Debentures due 2022 ... ... ... .. ... ........ 23,474 79,520
Total debt ObHZALIONS . ... . . . e $512,504  $469,155

On November 28, 2006, the Company completed the private sale of $40.0 million aggregate principal
amount of floating rate senior debentures, Series C (the *Series C Notes™), maturing on December 15, 2021.
Interest on the Series C Notes accrues at a rate per annum equal to the three-month London Interbank Offer Rate
(“LIBOR™), reset quarterly, plus 2.50%, and is payable quarterly in arrears on March 15, June 15, September 15
and December 15 of each year starting on March 15, 2007. The Company has the option to redeem the Series C
Notes at par, plus accrued and unpaid interest, in whole or in part on any interest payment date on or after
December 15, 2011. As of December 31, 2006, the current annual interest rate on the Series C Notes is 7.87%.
The proceeds from the Series C Notes were used to retire, in November 2006, the Company’s 7.49% senior notes.

On February 22, 2006, the Company issued $100.0 million aggregate principal amount of floating rate senior
debentures, pursuant to a private placement. The net proceeds from the offering of $99.3 million, after fees and
expenses, were used for general corporate purposes, including a capital contribution to Qdyssey America. The
debentures were sold in two tranches, $50.0 million of Series A due March 15, 2021 and $50.0 million of
Series B duec March 15, 2016. Interest on each series of debentures is due quarterly on March 15, June 15,
September 15 and December 15. The interest rate on each series of debentures is equal to the three-month
LIBOR, which is calculated on a quarterly basis, plus 2.20%. The interest rate from February 22, 2006 through
March 16, 2006 on each series of debentures was 6.97% per annum. Pursuant to the terms of the indentures, as a
result of the delay in filing the Company’s 2005 Annual Report on Form 10-K, the annual interest rate on each
series of debentures was increased, as of March 17, 2006, to the three-month LIBOR as of March 15, 2006 plus
3.20%, which equaled 8.12%. This interest rate remained in effect until the filing of the Company’s Annual
Report on Form 10-K on March 31, 2006, after which it reverted to the initial annual rate of 6.97% through
June 14, 2006. As of December 31, 2006, the current annual interest rate on each series of debentures is 7.56%.
The Series A debentures are catlable by the Company in 2011 at their par value, plus accrued and unpaid interest,
and the Series B debentures are callable by the Company in 2009 at their par valve, plus accrued and unpaid
interest.

During the second quarter of 2005, the Company issued $125.0 million aggregate principal amount of senior
notes due May 1, 2015. The issue was sold at a discount of $0.8 million, which is being amortized over the life of
the notes. Interest accrues on the senior notes at a fixed rate of 6.875% per annum, which is due semi-annually on
May 1 and November 1.

During the fourth quarter of 2003, the Company issued $225.0 million aggregate principal amount of senior
notes due November 1, 2013. The issue was sold at a discount of $0.4 million, which is being amortized over the
life of the notes. Interest accrues on the senior notes at a fixed rate of 7.65% per annum, which is due semi-
annually on May 1 and November 1.
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In June 2002, the Company issued $110.0 million aggregate principal amount of convertible senior
debentures due 2022 (the “Convertible Notes™). Interest accrues on the Convertible Notes at a fixed rate of
4.375% per annum, which is due semi-annually on June 15 and December 15. The Convertible Notes have been
redeemable at the Company’s option since June 22, 2005. Each holder of Convertible Notes may, at its option,
require the Company to repurchase all or a portion of its Convertible Notes on June 22, 2007, 2009, 2012 and
2017. Under certain conditions specified in the indenture under which the Convertible Notes were issued (the
“Indenture”), each Convertible Notes holder has the right to request conversion of its Convertible Notes into
46.9925 of the Company’s common shares for every $1,000 principat amount of the Convertible Notes held by
such holder, which represents a conversion price of $21 .28 per share. These conditions include the common stock
of the Company trading at or above $25.54 per share for a specified period of time. Pursuant to the terms of the
Indenture. the Company is permitted to satisfy the conversion obligations in stock or in cash, or in a combination
thereof. The conversion conditions were first satisfied on August 9, 2006, and in accordance with the Indenture,
the Convertible Notes have continued to be convertible, at the option of the holders, since August 14, 2006. As of
December 31, 2006, 1.8 million shares of the Company’s common stock were issued to the Convertible Notes
holders who elected to convert their Convertible Notes, resulting in a decrease to Convertible Notes and a
corresponding increase 10 shareholders’ equity of $39.1 million. During February 2007, 46,992 common shares
were issued related to $1.0 million principal amount of Convertible Notes subject to a notice of conversion
received in December 2006.

During the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, the Company repurchased portions of its Convertible
Notes, as reflected in the following table (in thousands):

2006 2005
Principal value Tepurchased .. .........oooenniiainr $16,930  $30,380
COSt Of TEPUFCRASE . . . e v eve e e cen s 19,333 34,202
Loss on early extinguishment of debt ... ... $(2,403) $(3.822)

In December 2001, the Company issued $100.0 million aggregate principal amount of 7.49% senior notes
due November 30. 2006, pursuant to a private placement. In November 2003 and June 2002, the Company
prepaid $50.0 million and $10.0 million, respectively, aggregate principal amount of the 7.49% senior notes.
Immediately following the issuance of the 7.49% senior notes, the Company entered into an interest rate swap
agreement that effectively converted the fixed 7.49% interest rate into a variable rate of interest. In May 2003, the
Company settled the interest rate swap for a pre-tax gain of $6.4 million. In accordance with hedge accounting, a
basis adjustment equivalent to the $6.4 million pre-tax gain was made, increasing the carrying value of the
7 49% senior notes. The basis adjustment was recognized into income over the remaining life of the 7.49% senior
notes. On November 30, 2006, the 7.49% senior notes matured and the Company settled the remaining
$40.0 million of outstanding notes.

Aggregate maturities of the Company's debt obligations, at face value, are as follows (in thousands):

Year Amount

) I ST $225,000
1 T A 125,000
10} 1 T B R 50,000
1 7.3 [ 90,000
2y T 23,474
e T T AR $513.474
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On September 23, 2005, the Company entered into a credit agreement that provides for a three-year
revolving credit facility of $150.0 million, which is available for direct, unsecured borrowings. The credit facility
is available for working capital and other corporate purposes, and for the issuance of secured or unsecured letters
of credit. Wachovia Bank, N.A. is the administrative agent for the credit facility, and is one of a group of lenders
thereunder. As of December 31, 2006, there was $55.0 million outstanding under the credit agreement, all of
which was in support of letters of credit. Loans under the credit facility will bear interest at a fluctuating rate per
annum equal to the higher of (a) the federal funds rate plus 0.5% and (b) Wachovia Bank, N.A.’s publicly
announced prime rate. Alternatively, at the Company’s option, loans will bear interest at the LIBOR, which is the
offered rate that appears on the page of the Telerate screen that displays an average British Bankers Association
Interest Settlement Rate for deposits in dollars, plus 0.85%. This credit facility replaced the Company’s
$90.0 million facility, which was terminated on September 23, 2005.

Common Shares

During the fourth quarter of 2006, Fairfax sold or exchanged an aggregate of 13.1 million shares of the
Company’s common shares to third parties. As a result, Fairfax’s ownership in the Company was reduced from
78.5% as of September 30, 2006 to 59.6% as of December 31, 2006. The Company did not receive any proceeds
related to these transactions,

On October 12, 2005, the Company completed the sale of 4.1 million of its common shares at a price of
$24.96 per share, resulting in total common shares outstanding as of December 31, 2005 of 69.1 million shares.
Fairfax purchased 3.1 million shares in the offering. Net proceeds to the Company, net of underwriting discounts
and commissions, were $102.1 million.

Preferred Shares

On October 20, 2005, the Company completed the sale of $100.0 miilion of non-cumulative perpetual
preferred shares. The Company sold 2.0 million shares of 8.125% Series A perpetual preferred stock and
2.0 million shares of floating rate Series B perpetual preferred stock, for total net proceeds of $97.5 million. The
Series A preferred shares have a liquidation preference of $25.00 per share and are redeemable at $25.00 per
share at the Company’s option, in whole, or in part from time to time, starting on or after October 20, 2010.
Dividends on the Series B preferred shares are payable at an annual rate equal to 3.25% above the three-month
LIBOR on the applicable determination date. The Series B preferred shares have a liquidation preference of
$25.00 per share and are redeemable at the redemption prices below (in thousands, except per share amounts):

Redemption Price

Period Per Share In Aggregate
October 20, 2010 through October 19, 2011 ... ..................... $25.375 $50,750
October 20, 2011 through October 19, 2012 ... ... ... .o 25.250 50,500
October 20, 2012 through October 19,2013 ... ... ... ... ... ... ...... 25.125 50,250
October 20, 2013 and thereafter .......... . .. . . . . .. 25.000 50,000

Dividends on each series are deferrable on a non-cumulative basis, provided that no dividends or other
distributions have been declared or paid or set apart for payment on any other class or series of the Company’s
capital shares ranking junior to or equal with the preferred shares. Dividends on Series A and Series B preferred
shares will each be payable when, as and if declared by the Company’s Board of Directors, quarterly in arrears on
the 20th day of January, April, July, and October of each year. Deferred dividends on either series will not accrue
interest prior to the date of redemption. On November 29, 2006, the Company’s Board of Directors declared
quarterly dividends of $0.5078125 per share on the Company’s 8.125% Series A preferred shares and
$0.5389844 per share on the Company’s floating rate Series B preferred shares. The total dividends of
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$2.1 million were paid on January 22, 2007 to Series A and Series B preferred shareholders of record on
December 31, 2006.

As of December 31, 2006, a subsidiary of Fairfux owned 253,599 shares and 70,000 shares of the
Company’s Series A and Series B preferred stock, respectively.

14. Segment Reporting

The Company’s operations are managed through four operating segments: Americas, EuroAsia, London
Market and U.S. Insurance. The Americas division is comprised of the Company’s reinsurance operations in the
United States, Canada and Latin America, and writes property and casualty business on a treaty and facultative
basis. The EuroAsia division writes primarily treaty and facultative property business. The London Market
division operates through three distribution channels, Newline at Lloyd’s, which focuses on casualty insurance,
Newline Insurance Company Limited, the Company’s recently formed London-based casualty insurer, and the
London branch, which focuses on worldwide property and casualty reinsurance. The U.S. Insurance division
writes specialty insurance lines and classes of business, such as medical malpractice, professional liability and
non-standard automobile.

The financial results of these divisions for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 are as follows
(in thousands):

Year Fnded December 31, 2006 Amnericas FuroAsia London Market U.S. Insurance Tatal
Gross premiums written ... ... $ 024213 $561,232  $340,653 $509,644  $2,335,742
Net premiums written .. ...... 897.819 542454 312,524 408,138 2,160,935
Net premiums earned ........ $ 975.039 $531,378 $333.508 $385,901  $2,225.826
Losses and loss adjustment

EXPENSES . . oo 765,787 320,434 182,478 215,498 1,484,197
Acquisition costs and other

underwriting expenses . . .. .. 299,557 134,590 86,064 97,413 617,624
Total underwriting deductions 1,065,344 455,024 268,542 312911 2,101,821

Underwriting income (loss) $ (90,305 $ 76,354 $ 64,966 $ 72,990 124,005
Net investment income . ...... 487.119
Net realized investment gains . . 189,129
Other expense, net..........- (21,120)
Interest eXpense . ............ (37.515)
Loss on early extinguishment

ofdebt ........ ... - (2,403)

Income before income taxes $ 739,215

Underwriting ratios:

Losses and loss adjustment

EXPENSES . oo 78.5% 60.3% 54.7% 55.8% 66.7%
Acquisition costs and other

underwriting expenses . . . . 30.8 25.3 25.8 25.3 27.7
Combined ratio ........... 109.3% 85.6% 80.5% 81.1% 94.4%
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Year Ended December 31, 2005 Americas EuroAsia London Market U.S. Insurance Total
Gross premiums written .. $1,130,512  $543,761 $431,665 $520,982 $2.626,920
Net premiums written . . .. 1,043,797 512,704 375,249 369,919 2,301,669
Net premiums carned . ... §1,051,162 $516,175 $386,076 $323,407 $2,276,820
Losses and loss adjustment
EXPENSES .. o vuvenn .. 1,186,196 326,043 348,759 200613 2,061,611
Acquisition costs and
other underwriting
EXpPenses . ............ 322,308 136,880 86,943 70,051 616,182
Total underwriting
deductions ........... 1,508,504 462,923 435,702 270,664 2,677.793
Underwriting income
(loss) ............. $ (457,342) $ 53,252 $(49,626) $ 52,743 (400,973)
Net investment income . . . 220,092
Net realized investment
gAiNS . ... 59,866
Other expense, net. .. .. .. (27.014)
Interest expense . ... ... .. (29.991)
Loss on early
extinguishment of debt (3.822)
Loss before income
taxes .............. $ (181,842)
Underwriting ratios:
Losses and loss
adjustment expenses 112.8% 63.2% 90.3% 62.0% 90.5%
Acquisition costs and
other underwriting
eXPensesS . ...t 30.7 26.5 22.5 21.7 27.1
Combined ratio ....... 143.5% 89.7% 112.8% 83.7% 117.6%
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Year Ended December 31, 2004 Americas EuroAsia London Market U.S. Insurance Total
Gross premiums written . . $1,257,475  $553,671 $447.681 $391,948 $2,650,775
Net premiums written . . . . 1,205,585 530,774 389,803 235,643 2,361,805
Net premiums earned . . .. $1,230,016  $482,359 $422,777 $198,359 $2,333,511
Losses and loss adjustment

EXPENSES . v v vvvvns s 907,623 299,791 293,560 130,132 1,631,106
Acquisition costs and

other underwriting

EXPENSES . . .o vuro e 375,391 122,587 100,369 38,274 636,621
Total underwriting

deductions ........... 1,283,014 422,378 393.929 168,406 2,267,727

Underwriting income

(lOSS) oo evnenns $ (52,998 $ 59.931 $ 28,848 $ 29,953 65,784

Net investment income . . . 164,248
Net realized investment

EAINS . ... 122,024
Other expense, net....... (17,153)
Interest expense .. ....... (25,609)

Income before income
BAKES + oo vveen e e o $ 309,294

Underwriting ratios:

Losses and loss
adjustment expenses 73.8% 62.2% 69.4% 65.6% 69.9%

Acquisition costs and
other underwriting
eXpenses . .. ... 30.5 25.4 23.7 19.3 27.3

Combined ratio ....... 104.3% 87.6% 93.1% 84.9% 97.2%

Gross Premiums Written by Major Unit/Division

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004

United SEAES . . o oo veveaaeaai e $ 756,425 $ 929,951 51,047,759
Latin AIMERCA « o v ovr e v iin v enemnaanaa e 134,947 148,619 161,360
CaNAda . o oo s et 32,041 50,371 46,028
London branch .. ..o e e 800 1,571 2,328

Subtotal AMECAS .« o o v evve v v v a e 024,213 1,130,512 1,257,475
BUIOASIA © « v v ovvtveenarsaanaeeans e 561,232 543,761 553,671
London Market .. ...cooveivniainn e 340,653 431,665 447,681
ULS. TOSUTAIOE « « v v v ooeevacmman e oo 509,644 520,982 301,948

Total gross premiums WItEN . .. .. .ovvvnr e es $2.335,742  $2,626920  $2,650,775
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Gross Premiums Written by Type of Business/Business Unit

Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
Americas
Property excess of foss............... .. .. ... ... . ... $ 122689 § 135690 § 109.736
Property proportional ....... ... ... . ... ... ... . . . . 158,116 227,387 188.303
Property facultative . ................... .. .. .. . 13,747 24,065 60.468
Subtotal property. ................ ... ... .. .. . . 294,552 387.142 358,507
Casualty excess of loss................. ... .. .. .. . 231,141 203,419 224,641
Casualty proportional .................. ... ... ... . 221,163 345,833 479,671
Casuaity facultative .. ........... ... ... . .. . . . 94,103 105,140 101,067
Subtotal casualty . . ....... ... ... ... ... . ... ... . . 546,407 654,392 805,379
Marine and aerospace . ........... ... ... . ... ... .. .. 36,199 37.583 33,564
Surety and credit. .......... ... ... . ... ... .. ... . 46,388 52,192 47,825
Miscellaneous lines. ................ ... ... ... .. . 667 (797) 12,200
Towal Americas .......... ... ... . .. . ... . . . . . 924,213 1.130.512 1,257,475
EuroAsia
Property excessof loss.................... .. .. .. . .. 143.640 140,046 126,739
Property proportional ....... ... ... ... ... ... . . 203,827 203,062 191.621
Property facultative .. ........ ... ... ... .. . .. . .. 3,220 3.266 4.482
Subtotal property........ ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. 350,687 346.374 322,842
Casvalty excess of loss.................. ... .. ... . 70,422 66,860 51.642
Casualty proportional ............... ... ... .. . .. . 38,697 35.033 54,029
Subtotal casualty .......... ... ... L 109,119 101,893 105,671
Marine and aerospace ............. ... . . .. ... ... .. . 45,888 43,166 41.756
Surety and credit............ ... . 55.538 52,328 58,462
Other ..o — — 24,940
Total EuroAsia ......... ... ... . .. .. .. .. . ... . 561,232 543,761 553,671
London Market
Property excess of loss ... .............. ... ... ... 47.467 79.393 66,159
Property proportional ........... ... ... . . ... . ... . . . (20} 8.273 6.900
Subtotal property. .......... . . 47,447 87.666 73,059
Casualty excess of loss. ... ......... ... .. ... ... 15,193 17,531 22,889
Casualty proportional ........ ... ... . ... . ... . 13,193 23,149 23,531
Subtotal caswalty . .................... ... ... . 28,386 40,680 46,420
Marine and aerospace . . ............ ... ... ... ... .. . 62,315 61,031 63.003
Liability lines — Newline. .. ............... ... . . 198,880 234929 254,318
Other —Newline ............. .. ... ... ... .. . . . 3.625 7.359 10,881
Total London Market ............... .. .. ... .. . 340,653 431,665 447,681
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Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004

11.S. Insurance
Medical malpractice .. ... ..o 152,811 150,654 137,704
Professional liability .. ... ..o 131,034 114,172 65,069
Personal QUID . .« oot i e e 77,673 103,619 92,701
Specialty liability .. ... oo 81,832 90.490 50,464
Commercial AUt . . . v ie e 35,545 32,374 15,173
Property and package . ..........ohiiiii e 30,749 29,673 30,837

Total U.S. INSUMANCE . .. . ovveenanraearararcnns 509,644 520,982 301,948

Total gross premiums WItEn . ... ...ooovenvienens $2.335,742  $2.626,920  $2.650,775

The Company does not maintain separate balance sheet data for each of its operating segments. Accordingly,
the Company does not review and evaluate the financial results of its operating segments based upon balance
sheet data.

15. Federal and Foreign Income Taxes

The components of the federal and foreign income tax provision (benefit) included in the consolidated
statements of operations for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 foliow (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Current:
T B U D R R $126,693  $(34.811) $114,958
e T T 18,274 21,492 3.833
Total current income tax provision (benefit) ............. 144 967 (13,319) 118,791
10 e s 1o LA A
United STAES . oo vt tie e et mam e 47,979 (60,260  (32,166)
[ T | R R 38,363 7,459 17,468
Total deferred income tax provision (benefity .. .......... 86,342 (52,801 (14,698)
Total federal and foreign income tax provision (benefit) . ...... $231,309  $(66,120) $104,093
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Deferred federal and foreign income taxes reflect the tax impact of temporary differences between the
amount of assets and liabilities for financial reporting purposes and such amounts as measured by tax laws and
regulations. Components of federal and foreign income tax assets and liabilities as of December 31, 2006, and
2005 follow (in thousands):

2006 2005

Unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses. . ...........ooooiin., $163,404 8178012
Unearned premiums . ... ...t i i e 43,295 47,094
Reserve for potentially uncollectible balances .. ....................... 11,714 12,529
Pension and benefit accruals . ... ... ... . ... . . e 5,902 1,052
T 8 1<) ¢ O 33,930 22,720
Alterpative minimum tax credit . ... ... . o 16,372 —
Foreign tax credit .. ..o ... .. 83,365 17.166
OMRET . o e e e e 2,563 2,080

Total deferred 1aX aS88ES . .. oottt e 360,545 280,653
Deferred acquisition costs . ... ... .. i 52,594 60,611
Foreign deferred items . ... .. ... . ... . Lo i 55,529 17,166
Investment in subsidiaries. .. ... ... ... . . o 53,819 —

Total deferred tax liabilities ... ... ... ... .. .. 161,942 771,777

Net deferred tax assets . ... it et e e 198,603 202,876
Deferred income taxes on accumulated other comprehensive income. . ... .. (13.628) (64.098)
Deferred federal and foreign income tax asset ........ ... ... 184,975 138.778
Current taxes (payable) recoverable. . .. ... ... ... ... o oioii (68,055) 96,093
Federal and foreign income taxes recoverable ......................... $116.920 $234.871

Management believes that it is more likely than not that the Company will realize the benefits of its net
deferred tax assets and, accordingly, no valuation allowance has been recorded as of December 31, 2006 and
2005,
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The following table reconciles federal and foreign income taxes at the statutory federal income tax rate to
the Company’s tax provision (benefit) for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
% of % of % of
Pre-tax Pre-tax Pre-tax
Amount Income Amount Loss Amount Income
Income (loss) before income taxes.. $739,215 $(181,842) $309,294

Income 1axes provision (benefit)
computed on pre-tax income
(loss) ...l $258,725 350% $ (63,645) 350% $108,253 35.0%

Increase (decrease) in income taxes
resulting from:;

Dividend received deduction and

tax-exempt income ............ (4,505) (0.6) (5,053) 2.8 (3,322) (1.
Prior year tax settlement .. ... ... .. (16,543 (2.2) — — — —
Other,net ...................... (6,368) (0.9) 2578 (14 (838) (0.2)
Total federal and foreign income tax

provision (benefit) .. ........... $231,309  31.3% 3 (66,1200 364% $104,093 33.7%

Included in the income tax provision for the year ended December 31, 2006 is a one-time tax benefit of
$16.5 million, which is attributable to the settlement of tax issues related to the acquisition of Clearwater in 1996.

Domestic pre-tax income (loss) was $513.2 million, ($225.9) million and $203.4 million for the years ended
December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively. Foreign pre-tax income was $226.0 million, $44.0 million and
$105.9 million for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively.

As a result of Fairfax reducing its ownership of the Company to below 80% during the third quarter of 2006,
the Company was deconsolidated from the United States tax group of Fairfax, and, accordingly, the Company
will file a separate consolidated tax return for the period August 29, 2006 to December 31, 2006 and for each
subsequent tax year. The deconsolidation has no effect on the Company’s tax position. Prior to August 29, 2006,
the Company was a member of the United States tax group of Fairfax and made payments to Fairfax in
accordance with its tax sharing agreements. The Company paid federal and foreign income taxes of $59.3 mil-
lion, $63.4 million and $116.6 million for the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively. The
Company, as of December 31, 2006, has a current tax payable of $68.1 million, which reflects $75.8 million
payable to Fairfax, principally offset by foreign tax payables and receivables from the federal government. The
Company’s tax recoverable was $96.1 million as of December 31, 2005. The federal income tax provision is
allocated to each of the Company’s subsidiaries in the consolidated group pursuant to a written agreement, on the
basis of each subsidiary’s separate taxable income.

16. Commitments and Contingencies

On September 7, 2005, the Company announced that it had been advised by Fairfax, the Company’s
majority shareholder, that Fairfax had received a subpoena from the Securities and Exchange Commission
{*SEC”) requesting documents regarding any non-traditional insurance and reinsurance transactions entered into
or offered by Fairfax and any of its affiliates, which included OdysseyRe. The United States Attorney’s Office for
the Southern District of New York is reviewing documents provided to the SEC in response to the subpoena, and
is participating in the investigation into these matters. In addition, the Company provided information and made a
presentation to the SEC and the U.S. Attorney’s office relating to the restatement of the Company’s financial
results announced by it on February 9, 2006 and responded to questions with respect to transactions that were
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part of the restatement. The Company is cooperating fully in addressing its obligations under this subpoena. This
inquiry is ongoing, and the Company continues to comply with requests from the SEC and the U.S. Attorney’s
office. At the present time, the Company cannot predict the outcome of these matters, or the ultimate effect on the
Company’s consolidated financial statements, which effect could be material and adverse. No assurance can be
made that the Company will not be subject to further requests or other regulatory proceedings of a similar kind.

In January 2004, two retrocessionaires of Odyssey America under the common contrel of London
Reinsurance Group Inc. (together, “London Life™) filed for arbitration under a series of aggregate stop loss
agreements covering the years 1994 and 1996-2001 (the “Agreements’). On March 9, 2006, the arbitration panel
issued its decision, confirming the enforceability of the Agreements and resolving in Odyssey America’s favor
substantially all issues in dispute regarding Odyssey America’s administration of the Agreements. Effective
May 12, 2006, Odyssey America and London Life entered into a commutation and release agreement pursuant to
which all rights, obligations and liabilities for the Agreements were fully and finally settled without material
effect to the results of operations or financial position of the Company.

QOdyssey America participated in providing quota share reinsurance to Gulf Insurance Company (*Gulf’”)
from January 1, 1996 to December 31, 2002, under which Gulf issued policies that guaranteed the residual value
of automobile leases incepting during this period (“Treaties™). In March 2003, Gulf requested a payment of
approximately $30.0 million, which included a “special payment” of $26.0 million, due on April 28, 2003,
representing Odyssey America’s purported share of a settlement (“Settlement™) between Gulf and ene of the
insureds whose policies, Gulf contends, were reinsured under the Treatics. In July 2003, Gulf initiated litigation
against Odyssey America, demanding payment relating to the Settlement and other amounts under the Treaties.
Odyssey America answered the complaint. Among other things, Odyssey America contends that (i} Gulf
breached its duty to Odyssey America of utmost good faith when it placed the Treaties by failing to disclose
material information concerning the policy it issued to the insured; and (ii) the Settlement is not covered under
the terms of the Treaties. Among the remedies Odyssey America seeks is rescission of the Treaties. The Company
is vigorously asserting its claims and defending itself against any claims asserted by Gulf. The Company
estimates that the amount in dispute under the Treaties that has not been recorded by the Company as of
December 31, 2006 could range beiween $35 million to $40 million, after taxes. It is presently anticipated that
the case will go to trial in the second half of 2007, It is not possible to make any determination regarding the
likely outcome of this matter at this time.

During the second quarter of 2004, Odyssey America pledged U.S. Treasury Notes with a par value of
$162.0 million (‘““the pledged assets™), or approximately £110.0 million equivalent, to the Society and Council of
Lloyd’s on behalf of Advent Capital (Holdings) PL.C (“Advent™) to support Advent’s underwriting activities for
the 2001 to 2005 underwriting years of account. Advent is 44.5% owned by Fairfax and its affiliates, which
includes 8.1% held by QOdysseyRe. nSpire Re Limited (“nSpire Re”), a subsidiary of Fairfax, had previously
pledged assets at Lloyd’s on behalf of Advent pursuant to 2 November 2000 agreement with Advent. Advent is
responsible for the payment of any losses to support its underwriting activities and the capital resources of
Advent, including its newly deposited funds at Lloyd’s, are first available to support any losses prior to a draw
down of Odyssey America’s pledged assets. In consideration of Odyssey America pledging the assets, nSpire Re
agreed to pay QOdyssey America a fee equal to 2.0% per annum of the pledged assets, which the Company
considers to be representative of commercial market terms. The pledged assets continue to be owned by Odyssey
America, and Odyssey America receives any investment income thereon. The securities are carried at fair value
and are included in investments and cash in OdysseyRe’s consolidated balance sheets. Interest earned on the
securities is included in investment income. As additional consideration for, and further protection of, the pledged
assets, nSpire Re has provided Odyssey America with indemnification in the event of a draw down on the pledged
assets, Odyssey America retains the right to withdraw the pledged assets at any time upon 180 days advance
written notice to nSpire Re. nSpire Re retains the obligation to pledge assets on behalf of Advent. In any event,
the placement of funds at Lloyd’s will automatically terminate effective no later than December 31, 2008 and any
remaining pledged assets will revert to Odyssey America at that time. The pledge of assets is not considered
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material to the OdysseyRe's liquidity and capital resources. In January 2006, Odyssey America received assets
with a par value of $48.6 million, representing a permanent reduction and unconditional release of such amount,
prior to the stated termination date, following the deposit by Advent of £38.0 million equivalent, in new funds at
Lloyd's. In September 2006, Odyssey America received assets with a par value of $10.7 million, representing a
permanent reduction and unconditional release of such amount, prior to the stated termination date, following the
deposit by Advent of such amount in new funds at Lloyd's. Following these returns of assets, and as of
December 31, 2006, Odyssey America continues to have a par value of $102.7 million, or approximately
£52.5 million equivalent, pledged to Lloyd’s in support of Advent and will continue to receive a fee for these
pledged assets. The fair market value of the pledged assets as of December 31, 2006 is $128.2 million, or
approximately £65.5 million equivalent, OdysseyRe believes that the financial resources of Advent provide
adequate protection 10 support its liabilities in the ordinary course of business.

The Company participates in Lloyd’s through its 100% ownership of Newline where the Company provides
100% of the capacity for Newline Syndicate 1218 (“Syndicate 1218"). The results of Syndicate 1218 are
consolidated in the financial statements of the Company. In support of its capacity at Lloyd’s, Odyssey America
has pledged U.S. Treasury Notes and cash with a fair value of $247.7 million as of December 31, 2006, in a
deposit trust account in favor of the Society and Council of Lloyd’s. These securities may be substituted with
other securities at the discretion of the Company, subject to approval by Lloyd’s. The securities are carried at fair
value and are included in investments and cash in the Company’s consolidated balance sheets. Interest earned on
the securities is included in investment income. The pledge of assets in support of Syndicate 1218 provides the
Company with the ability to participate in writing business through Lloyd’s, which remains an important part of
the Company’s business. The pledged assets effectively secure the contingent obligations of Syndicate 1218
should it not meet its obligations. Odyssey America’s contingent liability to the Society and Council of Lloyd’s is
limited to the aggregate amount of the pledged assets. The Company has the ability 1o remove funds at Lloyd's
annually, subject to certain minimum amounts required to support its outstanding liabilities as determined under
risk based capital models and approved by Lloyd’s. The funds used to support outstanding liabilities are adjusted
annually and the obligations of the Company to support these liabilities will continue until they are settled or the
liabilities are reinsured by a third party approved by Lloyd’s. The Company expects to continue to actively
operate Syndicate 1218 and support its requirements at Lloyd’s. The Company believes that Syndicate 1218
maintains sufficient liquidity and financial resources to support its ultimate liabilities and the Company does not
anticipate that the pledged assets will be utilized.

Clearwater agreed to allow Ranger Insurance Company (“Ranger”), a subsidiary of Fairfax that is now
known as Fairmont Specialty Insurance Company, to attach an assumption of liability endorsement of Clearwater
to certain Ranger policies issued from July 1, 1999 to April 30, 2004, the effective termination date of the
agreement, Should Ranger fail to meet its obligations, Clearwater is ultimately liable for any unpaid losses,
pursuant to the terms of the endorsements. This arrangement enabled Ranger to provide additional security to its
customers as a result of Clearwater’s financial strength ratings and capital resources. The agreement to provide
the endorsements was provided by Clearwater while each company was 100% owned by Fairfax. The potential
exposure in connection with these endorsements is currently estimated at $4.7 million, based on the subject
policies’ outstanding case loss reserves as of December 31, 2006. Ranger has met and continues to meet all of its
obligations, including those subject to this agreement, in the normal course of business, and Clearwater does not
anticipate making any payments under this guarantec. The Company believes that the financial resources of
Ranger provide adequate protection to support its liabilities in the ordinary course of business. In addition,
Fairfax has indemnified Clearwater for any obligations under this agreement. The Company does not consider its
potential exposure under this guarantee to be material 10 its liquidity and capital resources.

As of July 14, 2000, Odyssey America agreed to guarantee the performance of all the insurance and
reinsurance contract obligations, whethet incurred before or after the agreement, of Compagnie Transcontinentale
de Réassurance (“CTR"), a subsidiary of Fairfax, in the event CTR became insolvent and CTR was not otherwise
indemnified under its guarantee agreement with a Fairfax affitiate. The guarantee, which was entered into while
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Odyssey America and CTR were each 100% owned by Fairfax, was provided by Odyssey America to facilitate
the transfer of renewal rights to CTR’s business, together with certain CTR employees, to Odyssey America in
2000 in order to further expand the Company’s international reinsurance business. The guarantee was terminated
effective December 31, 2001. There were no amounts received from CTR under the guarantee, and the Company
did not provide any direct consideration for the renewal rights to the business of CTR. CTR was dissolved and its
assets and liabilities were assumed by subsidiaries of Fairfax that have the responsibility for the run-off of its
liabilities. Although CTR’s liabilities were assumed by Fairfax subsidiaries, the guarantee only pertains to those
liabilities attaching to the policies written by CTR. Fairfax has agreed to indemnify Odyssey America for all its
obligations incurred under its guarantee. The Company believes that the financial resources of the Fairfax
subsidiaries that have assumed CTR’s liabilities provide adequate protection to satisfy the obligations that are
subject to this guarantee. The Company does not expect to make payments under this guarantee and does not
consider its potential exposure under this guarantee to be material to its liquidity and capital resources.

Odyssey America agreed, as of April 1, 2002, to guarantee the payment of all of the insurance contract
obligations (the *“Subject Contracts™), whether incurred before or after the agreement, of Falcon Insurance
Company (Hong Kong) Limited (“Falcon™), a subsidiary of Fairfax Asia Limited (“Fairfax Asia™), in the event
Falcon becomes insolvent. Fairfax Asia is 100% owned by Fairfax, which includes a 29.5% economic interest
owned by the Company. The guarantee by Odyssey America was made to assist Falcon in writing business
through access to Odyssey America’s financial strength ratings and capital resources. Odyssey America is paid a
fee for this guarantee of one percent of all gross premiums earned associated with the Subject Contracts on a
quarterly basis. Odyssey America was given the option to reinsure a portion of the business written by Falcon.
The option was not exercised and terminated on December 31, 2005. For the years ended December 31. 2006 and
2005, Falcon paid $0.5 million and $0.6 million, respectively, to Odyssey America in connection with this
agreement. Odyssey America’s potential exposure in connection with this agreement is estimated to be
$56.1 million, based on Falcon’s loss reserves at December 31, 2006. Falcon's shareholders” equity on a
U.S. GAAP basis is estimated to be $49.8 million as of December 31, 2006. Fairfax has agreed to indenmify
Odyssey America for any obligation under this agreement. The Company believes that the financial resources of
Falcon provide adequate protection to support its liabilities in the ordinary course of business. The Company
anticipates that Falcon will meet all of its obligations in the normal course of business and does not expect to
make any payments under this guarantee. The Company does not consider its exposure under this guarantee to be
material to its liquidity and capital resources.

The Company organized O.R.E Holdings Limited (“ORE"), a corporation domiciled in Mauritius, on
December 30, 2003 to act as a holding company for varicus investments in India. On January 29, 2004, ORE was
capitalized by the Company in the amount of $16.7 million. ORE is consolidated in the Company’s consolidated
financial statements. During 2004, ORE entered into a joint venture agreement relating to the purchase by ORE
of 45% of Cheran Enterprises Private Limited (“CEPL™). CEPL is a corporation domiciled in India, engaged in
the purchase, development and sale of commercial real estate properties. The joint venture agreement governing
CEPL contains a provision whereby Odyssey America could be called upon to provide a guarantee of a credit
facility, if such facility were established by CEPL, in an amount up to $65.0 million for the funding of proposed
devetopments, The credit agreement was never established, and the requisite conditions for any future provision
of the guarantee no longer exist. ORE’s Indian joint venture partner is claiming that the guarantee should be
available and is pursuing legal actions against the Company. The Company finds this claim without merit and is
vigorously defending the legal actions. The Company recognized an other-than-temporary write-down of
$7.5 million and $2.4 million in the carrying value of ORE for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005,
respectively.

The Company and its subsidiaries are involved from time to time in ordinary litigation and arbitration
proceedings as part of the Company’s business operations. In management’s opinion, the outcome of these suits,
individually or collectively, is not likely to result in judgments that would be material to the financtal condition or
results of operations of the Company.
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The Company and its subsidiaries lease office space and furniture and equipment under long-term leases
expiring through the year 2022. Minimum annual rentals follow (in thousands):

L0 0 7 T e $ 8516
101 ST AR 7,799
T I 7,495
0101 14 R 7,193
011 And thErAFTET . . . oo v v et v e e e aaaaa e a e 55,201

T T P $86,204

The amounts above are reduced by an aggregate minimum rental recovery of $1.5 million resulting from the
sublease of space to other companies.

Rental expense. before sublease income under these operating leases, was $9.8 million, $11.1 million and
$9.9 million in 2006. 2005 and 2004, respectively. The Company recovered pre-tax amounts of $0.1 million,
$0.2 million and $0.4 million in 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively, from subleases.

17. Statutory Information and Dividend Restrictions

Odyssey America, the Company’s principal operating subsidiary, is subject to state regulatory restrictions
that limit the maximum amount of dividends payable. In any 12-month period, Odyssey America may pay
dividends equal to the greater of (i) 10% of statutory capital and surplus as of the prior year end or (ii) net income
for such prior year without prior approval of the Insurance Commissioner of the State of Connecticut (the
“Connecticut Commissioner”). The maximum amount of dividends which Odyssey America may pay in 2007,
without such prior approval is $561.7 million, based on Odyssey America's separaie financial statements.
Connecticut law further provides that (i) Odyssey America must report to the Connecticut Commissioner, for
informational purposes, all dividends and other distributions within five business days after the declaration
thereof and at least ten days prior to payment and (ii) Odyssey America may not pay any dividend or distribution
in excess of its earned surplus, as reflected in its most recent statutory annual statement on file with the
Connecticut Commissioner, without the Connecticut Commissioner’s approval.

Odyssey America paid dividends to the Company of $60.0 million, $22.5 million and $55.0 million during
2006. 2005 and 2004, respectively. During 2005, the Company contributed $185.0 million to Odyssey America
and there were no contributions made in 2006. Effective December 31, 2005, the Company received approval
from the Connecticut Insurance Commissioner to make a $200.0 million capital contribution to Odyssey
America. to be completed prior to February 28, 2006. In February 2006, the Company completed the
$200.0 million capital contribution to Odyssey America.

The following is the consolidated statutory basis net income (loss) and policyholders’ surplus of Odyssey
America and its subsidiaries, for each of the years ended and as of December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 (in
thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Net income (1088) . vv e e e reeecaanoemesnnrsses $ 608,031 $ (161,172 § 114,174
Policyholders™ surplus. . .....ooovi e $2.501,582  $2,073.701 $1.675,858

The statutory provision for potentially uncollectible reinsurance recoverables due from unauthorized
companies is reduced to the extent collateral is held by Clearwater or Hudson. Pursuant to indemnification
agreements between the Company and Clearwater, and between the Company and Hudson, the Company
provides letters of credit and/or cash in respect of uncollateralized balances due from unauthorized reinsurers.
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The use of such collateral provided by the Company is a permitted accounting practice approved by the Insurance
Department of the State of Delaware, the domiciliary state of Clearwater and Hudson, The Company has
provided a $20.5 million letter of credit to Clearwater and a $0.5 million letter of credit to Hudson as of
December 31, 2006, which have been used as collateral in regard to the indemnification agreements. The
indemnification agreements do not affect the accompanying consolidated financial statements.

18. Related Party Transactions

The Company has entered into various reinsurance arrangements with Fairfax and its affiliates. The
approximate amounts included in or deducted from income, expense, assets and liabilities in the accompanying
consolidated financial statements, with respect to reinsurance assumed and ceded, as of and for the years ended
December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 follow (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004

Assumed:

Premuitims WEHEETL . . o oottt et e e e ettt e et e e $ 33,082 $ 53,265 $138,805
Premiums arned . . ... .. e e e 38,128 53,654 199,924
Losses and loss adjustment eXpenses . ...........c.oovuiuniinennan... 27,110 95,711 137,500
ACQUISIION COSIS ..ottt e 9,858 16,454 44,027
Reinsurance payable on loss payments. . .......... ... .. ... ... 3,318 9,559 5,752
Reinsurance balances receivable .. ... ... .. ... .. . . .. . 4,715 12,404 21,005
Unpaid losses and loss adjustment expenses ........................ 226,165 302,119 295,903
Uneamned premilms . .. ... ..o e 15,440 20,485 20,874
Ceded:

Premilms WEEEI . o . vttt st e et e e e e e e e e e et $ 10,141 % 30,255 $ 28,773
Premiums earned ... .. .ottt e 13,051 29,684 35,257
Losses and loss adjustment expenses .. .........coviininiennnen... 21,531 79,694 32,349
AcQUISition COSS ... ... oot e 2,114 4,693 4,908
Ceded reinsurance balances payable .......... ... ... ... o s 1,454 12,540 9,044
Reinsurance recoverables on loss payments. . ...........ivvivnuin 1,715 6,377 1,481
Reinsurance recoverables on unpaid losses . ............. ... ... ... 30,166 228,438 178,580
Prepaid reinsurance premitms ... ... 589 3,500 2,929

All amounts are assumed and ceded from Fairfax’s affiliates at commercial market terms, the prices and
terms of which are often established by other third party reinsurers that participate in the contracts. Written
premiums assumed from Fairfax’s affiliates in 2006 represent 1.4% of OdysseyRe’s total gross premiums written
for the year ended December 31, 2006. Ceded premiums written represent 5.8% of OdysseyRe’s total ceded
premiums written for the year ended December 31, 2006. The largest amounts of related party assumed business
in 2006 were received from Commonwealth Insurance Company and ICICI Lombard General Insurance Co. Ltd.
Odyssey previously assumed business from Zenith National Insurance Corp (“Zenith’™) through December 31,
2004. Assumed premiums written reflect $91.6 million from Zenith for the year ended December 31, 2004, The
largest amounts of business ceded 1o related parties in 2005 involved nSpire Re and Commonwealth Insurance
Company, each relating to a proportional catastrophe treaty covering various classes of worldwide catastrophe
business written by OdysseyRe.

The Company’s subsidiaries have entered into investment management agreements with Fairfax and its
wholly-owned subsidiary, Hamblin Watsa Investment Counsel Ltd. These agreements provide for an annual base
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fee of 0.20% (20 basis poinis), calculated and paid quarterly based upen the subsidiary’s average invested assets
for the preceding three months. The agreements also include incentive fees of 0.10% (10 basis points). which are
payable if realized gains exceed 1% of the average investment portfolio in any given year. subject to cumulative
realized gains on investments exceeding 1% of the average investment portfolio. Additional incentive fees are
paid based upon the performance of the subsidiary’s equity portfolio equal to 10% of the return on equities
(subject to an annual maximum) in excess of the Standard & Poor’s 500 index plus 200 basis points, provided
that the equity portfolio has achieved such excess on a cumulative basis. If the performance of the equity portfolio
does not equal or exceed this benchmark in a given year, the annual base fee is reduced to 0.18% (18 basis
points). The aggregate annual investment management fee payable by each subsidiary, including incentive fees, is
capped at 0.40% (40 basis points) of its investment portfolio, with any excess amounts carried into the following
year. These agreements may be terminated by either party on 30 days’ notice. For the years ended December 31.
2006, 2005 and 2004, total fees, including incentive fees, of $17.6 miilion, $16.2 million and $7.5 million,
respectively, are included in the consolidated statements of operations.

For each of the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, the Company paid $0.3 million of intranet fees, 10
MFXchange. an affiliate. For the year ended December 31. 2006, the Company did not pay intranet fees to
MFXchange.

Included in other expense, net, for the years ended December 31. 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively, are
incurred charitable contributions of $1.7 million, $0.7 million and $2.8 million related to the Sixty Four
Foundation, a not-for-profit entity affiliated with Fairfax.

In connection with the acquisition of Opus Re (now known as Clearwater Select Insurance Company). the
Company incurred a $2.5 million pre-tax expense for each of the years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004,
which is included in other expense, net, o RiverStone Group LI.C, an affiliate, for services provided to the
Company in connection with the acquisition.

Due to expense sharing and investment management agreements with Fairfax and its affiliates, the Company
has accrued on its consolidated balance shect amounts receivable from affiliates of $0.9 million and $1.1 million
as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, and amounts payable to affiliates of $4.3 million and
$4.5 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.

In connection with the 2004 sale of Old Lyme Insurance Company, Ltd. ("OLIC™) by an affiliate of the
Company to an unrelated entity, OdysseyRe provided a loan to the unrelated entity in the amount of $9.0 million
to finance this transaction. This loan had a term of five years, bearing interest at a rate of prime plus 3% and was
collateralized by the shares of OLIC’s common stock. The balance of the loan as of March 2006 was $4.1 million
following a February 2006 principal payment of $3.2 million. In the fourth quarter, the Company received a
principal payment of $4.1 million and the loan was retired.

As of December 31. 2006, the Company has invested $26.4 million in a Canadian investment fund managed
by an officer of Fairfax. The fund is 23.8% owned by Fairfax, which includes 4.7% owned by the Company.
Certain subsidiaries of Fuirfax have also invested in the fund. The officer receives no remuneration or benefits
associated with his position as an officer of Fairfax, and derives all of his compensation from his management of
the investment fund. In the ordinary course of the Company’s investment activitics, the Company makes
investments in investment funds, limited partnerships and other investment vehicles in which Fairfax or its
affiliates may also be investors.

OdysseyRe believes that the revenues and expenses related to the transactions with affiliated entities would
not be materially different if such transactions were with unaffiliated entities.
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19. Employee Benefits

In September 2006, the Financial Accounting Standards Board issued Statement of Financial Accounting
Standards (“SFAS™) 158, “Employers’ Accounting for Defined Benefit Pension and Other Postretirement
Plans — an amendment of SFAS 87, 88, 106, and 132(R)"”. SFAS 158 requires, as of December 31, 2006, the
Company to recognize the overfunded or underfunded status of a defined benefit postretirement plan, including
pension plans, as an asset or liability in its balance sheet and to recognize changes in that funded status in the
year in which the changes occur through comprehensive income. The Company adopted the recognition
provisions of SFAS 158 and has recognized the results of adoption within its financial statements as of
December 31, 2006, as reflected in the table below. In addition, SFAS 158 requires that, as of December 31,
2008, employers measure plan assets and liabilities as of the date of their financial statements. SFAS 158 does not
require retrospective application.

The aggregate adjustments relating to the adoption of SFAS 158, for all of the Company’s benefit plans,
included in the consolidated balance sheet as of December 31, 2006 are as follows:

Before After
Application Application
of SFAS 158 Adjustments of SFAS 158

(In thousands)

Consolidated Balance Sheet Data

Federal and foreign income taxes............ ... .. ... . $ 111,409 $ 5511 $ 116920
Total assets................ ... ... ... .. ... .. ... .. 8,948,201 5,511 8,953,712
Other liabilities ......... . .................... .. .. 139,032 15,747 154.779
Total liabilities . ................ ............... ... 6,854,386 15.747 6,870,133
Accumulated other comprehensive income, net of deferred

income taxes .............. ... 35,565 (10,236) 25.329
Total shareholders’ equity . .................... .. .. .. 2,093,815 (10,236) 2,083.579

Defined Benefit Pension Plan

The Company maintains a qualified, non-contributory, defined benefit pension plin (“Plan™) covering
substantially all employees who have reached age twenty-one and who have completed one year of service.
Employer contributions to the Plan are in accordance with the minimum funding requirements of the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, as amended.

The amortization period for unrecognized pension costs and credits, including prior service costs. if any. and
actuarial gains and losses, is based on the remaining service period for those employees expected to receive
pension benefits. Actuarial gains and losses result when actual experience differs from that assumed or when
actuarial assumptions are changed.
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The following tables set forth the Plan’s funded status. which uses a measurement date of October 1, and

amounts recognized in the Company’s consolidated financial statements as of December 31, 2006 and 2005 (in
thousands):

2006 2005
Change in projected benefit obligation:
Benefit obligation at beginning of year ... $52313 542454
SEIVICE COSE + v v v v et s e eeeeaa e iea e 4,396 3342
IOEELEESE COST + o v v voe e e e e e ettt e e e a e 2,667 2,360
ACTUAIIL TO85 -+ v v et e e e et e e et 590 5,156
Benefits paid ... ... ..ot (1,125) (999)

Benefit obligation at end of year ........ ... i $ 58,841  §52.313
Change in Plan assets:

Fair value of Plan assets at beginning of year.............oovvrrvoone $ 44,170 $41,035

Actual return on PLan @ssels . ... ... e i 1,319 914

Actual contributions during the year ... ..o 3,654 3,200

Benefits paid ... .o (1,125) (999)

Fair value of Plan assets atend of year. . ... ... ooy $48018  $44,170
Fair value of Plan assets consists of:

Fixed iNCOME SECUILES . . .\ .\t eeeciianrrraaiaaaan s ennr s $ 48,018 544,170
UNfUndeo SEATUS « . -« oo ve e e e e et e $(10,823) $(8,143)
Unrecognized prior serviCe COSE . ... vonvi i — 503
Unrecognized net actuarial 10SS .. ... ovveennhirn e — 11,173
(Accrued) prepaid PERSION COSL .. ..o \ovven e $(10.823) $ 3.533

The net amount recognized in the consolidated balance sheets related to the accrued pension cost of
$10.8 million and prepaid pension cost of $3.5 million, as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. is
included in other liabilities. The net amount of pre-tax accumulated other comprehensive loss is $12.7 million as
of December 31, 2006.

The weighted average assumptions used to calculate the benefit obligation as of December 31, 2006 and
2005 are as follows:

2006 2008
DISCOUMT FREE © « « o v v oot e e e e ee e e e e ma s n e e am e n i am e a s s 5.25% 5.25%
Rate of COMPENSAON NCTEASE . . . .« .o v evaee b e 5.73% 5.66%

The discount rate represents the Company’s estimate of the interest rate at which the Plan’s benefits could be
effectively settled. The discount rates are used in the measurement of the expected and accumulated postretire-
ment benefit obligations and the service and interest cost components of net periodic postretirement benefit cost.
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Net periodic benefit cost included in the Company’s consolidated statements of operations for the years
ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 is comprised of the following components (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Net Periodic Benefit Cost:
SBIVICE COSL « ot e et et e et e e e i e $439 $3342 52210
INEErESE COST « o\ttt e et ettt et e 2,667 2,360 2,105
Return on plan assets. ... .overr vt {2,434) (2,287 (1,645
Net amortization and deferral .. ... ...... ... ... ... .. ... 667 101 10
Net periodic benefit cost ...t $5296 $3516 $ 2680

The weighted average assumptions used to calculate the net periodic benefit cost for the years ended
December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 are as follows:

2006 2005 2004
DISCOUNE TALE . ..\ttt et ie e e et e 5.25% 5.75% 6.00%
Rate of compensation increase ... 5.66% 5.76% 5.69%
Expected long term rate of return on Plan assets ............... 5.50% 5.75% 6.00%

The accumulated benefit obligation for the Plan is $45.8 million and $41.1 million as of the 2006 and 2005
measurement dates, respectively. As the fair value of the Plan assets exceeds the accumulated benefit obligation,
the Company did not recognize an additional minimum pension liability under SFAS 132 as of the 2006 and 2005
measurement dates.

The Plan’s expected future benefit payments are shown below (in thousands):

Year Amount
14 R P $ 4,160
2008 . .ttt e 3,050
1.0 O T P R 2,420
. £ T R R 3,150
7.1 5 R R 3,050
2012 = 20015 Lt 33,260

The investment policy for the Plan is to invest in highly rated, lower risk securities that preserve the
investment asset value of the Plan while seeking to maximize the return on those invested assets. The Plan assets
as of December 31, 2006 and 2005 are invested principally in highly rated fixed income securities. The long term
rate of return assumption is based on the fixed income securities portfolio. The actual return on assets has
historically been in line with the Company’s assumptions of expected returns. During 2006, the Company
contributed $3.7 million to the Plan. Based on the Company’s current expectations, the 2007 contribution should
approximate $3.7 million.

As a result of the adoption of SFAS 158, the Company recognized an $8.3 million, after tax, reduction in
accumulated other comprehensive income related to the Plan, as of December 31, 2006, of which, on an after tax
basis, $8.0 million related to net losses, while $0.3 million related to prior service cost. The Company estimates
that it will record $0.7 million in net loss and $0.1 million in prior service cost to net periodic benefit cost during
the year ended December 31, 2007. The Company does not expect any refunds of Plan assets during the year
ended December 31, 2007.

157




ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.
NOTES TO CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS — (Continued)

Excess Benefit Plans

The Company also maintains two non-qualified excess benefit plans (“Excess Plans™) that provide more
highly compensated officers and employees with defined retirement benefits in excess of qualified plan limits
imposed by federal tax law. The following tables set forth the combined amounts recognized for the
Supplemental Plan, which has a measurement date of October 1, and the Supplemental Employee Retirement
Plan, which has a measurement date of December 31, in the Company’s consolidated financial statements as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005 (in thousands):

2006 2005
Change in projected benefit obligation:
Benefit obligation at beginning of year .......... ... i $15724  $ 1440
SEIVICE COBL .+ o v vttt e e ettt ia e ae e e 774 690
TREETESL COBL © v v et et ettt e re e et et e s 301 800
ACTHANAL JOSS + . o o ettt e et e e e (334) 509
Benefits paid . ... ... oo (713) (676)
Benefit obligation at end of year. ..., ..o $16252 $15724
Change in Excess Plans’ assets:
Fair value of Excess Plans’ assets at beginning of year ............... $ — % —
Actual contributions during the year. . ... 713 676
Benefits paid .. ... oo (713) (676)
Fair value of Excess Plans’ assets at end of year .................. 3 — 3 —
Unfunded SEAWUS . . o v et ettt a et e $(16.252) $(15,724)
Unrecognized transition obligation . ... — 74
Unrecognized net actuarial 108S. ... ... i — 5,193
Unrecognized prior SEIVICE COSE L ..o vviuuuii e — (449)
Accrued pension COSL. . ....ooenaneeann e $(16.252) $(10,906)

The net amount recognized in the consolidated balance sheets related to the accrued pension cost of
$16.3 million and $10.9 million, as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, is included in other liabilities.
The net amount of pre-tax accumulated other comprehensive loss is $4.1 million as of December 31, 2006.

The weighted average assumptions used to calculate the benefit obligation as of December 31, 2006 and
2005 are as tollows:

2006 2005
DHSCOUNE TALE -« v v v e e e e e e e et ettt e e et s e e e e s e 5.25% 5.25%
Rate of COMPENnsation INCIEASE . . . ..o v vvvin oot 5.73% 5.66%
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Net periodic benefit cost included in the Company's consolidated statement of operations for the years
ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 is comprised of the following components (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
Net Periodic Benefit Cost

SEIVICE COSU ..o $ 774 3% 689 §$ 700
INterest COSt ... ... 802 800 740
Recognized net actuarial loss .. ......... ... ... .. ... ... . ... ... . ... 342 331 208
Recognized prior service cost ... ................ . ... . . 37N 37 37
Other . . 69 69 69

Netbenefit cost .......... ... 51,950  $1.852  $1,680

The weighted average assumptions used to calculate the net periodic benefit cost for the years ended
December 3t, 2006, 2005 and 2004 are as follows:

2006 2005 2004

Discountrate ... .. .. . . . 5.25% 5.75% 6.00%
Rate of compensation increase ........ ... ... ... ... . .. .. ... ... . ... 5.66% 5.76% 6.00%

The accumulated benefit obligation for the Excess Plans is $11.7 million and $11.4 million as of
December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.

The Excess Plans’ expected benefit payments are shown below (in thousands):

Year Amount
2007 $ 870
2008 . 1.370
2009 970
00 1,320
S 830
2002 =2006 oo 6.430

The Company established a trust fund, which invests in U.S. government securities, related to the Excess
Plans. The trust fund, which is included in other invested assets, had a fair value of $6.5 million and $6.3 million
as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Plan benefits are paid by the Company as they are incurred by
the participants, accordingly. there are no assets held directly by the Excess Plans.

The Company expects 10 contribute $0.9 million to the Excess Plans during the year ended December 31,
2007, which represents the amount necessary to fund the 2007 expected benefit payments.

As a result of the adoption of SFAS 158, the Company recognized a $1.4 million, after-tax. reduction in
accumulated other comprehensive income related to the Excess Plans as of December 31, 2006, of which. on an
after tax basis, $1.7 million related to net losses, while $0.3 million related to net prior service credit.

The Company estimates that it wilt record $1.9 million in net loss to net periodic benefit cost during the year
ended December 31, 2007. The Company does not expect any refunds of plan assets during the year ended
December 31. 2007.
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Postretirement Benefit Plan

The Company provides certain health care and life insurance (“postretirement™) benefits for retired
employees. Substantially all employees may become eligible for these benefits if they reach retirement age while
working for the Company. The Company’s cost for providing postretirement benefits other than pensions is
accounted for in accordance with SFAS 106 “Employers” Accounting for Postretirement Bencfits Other Than
Pensions.” The following tables set forth the amounts recognized for the postretirement benefit plan, which has a
measurement date of January 1, in the Company’s consolidated financial statements as of December 31, 2006 and
2005 (in thousands):

2006 2005
Change in projected benefit obligation:

Benefit obligation at beginning of year ... $11,097 $ 8519
S o Te i o 1 T AP 1,541 1,311
INEEFEST COBL o v v vttt ettt eime e e et tan et eman e esnns 604 490
ACtuarial 1088 . o oo e e — 964
Benefits paid . ... ..o ot (269) {196)
(071 1=, oS U S 38 9

Benefit obligation atend of year. ....... ... i $ 13011 $ 11,097
Unfunded SIS « oo ottt i e e s $(13,011)  $(11.097)
Unrecognized Prior SEIVICE COSL .. ..ottt — (547)
Unrecognized net 108s . ... ..o i — 1,325

Accrued Benefil COSL. ..ottt e it it $(13,011)  $(10,319)

The net amount recognized in the consolidated balance sheets related to the accrued benefit cost of
$13.0 million and $10.3 million, as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively, is included in other liabilities.
The net amount of pre-tax accumulated other comprehensive loss is $0.9 million as of December 31, 2006.

The weighted average assumptions used to calculate the benefit obligation as of December 31, 2006 and
2005 are as follows:

2006 2005
LD eTe T LA c1 2= A R 5.50% 5.50%
Rate of COMPENSAON INCTRASE . .ot v e v e 4.00% 4.00%

Net periodic benefit cost included in the Company's consolidated statements of operations for the years
ended December 31. 2006, 2005 and 2004 is comprised of the following components (in thousands):

2006 2005 2004
GEIVICE COSE « o vt e e e e it em e e $1,541  $1311  $1.061
INEEFESt COBt . v v vttt e eas i inaac e eaonns o rmanasaan e 604 490 447
Curtailment credit ... ... ot e — — (582)
Net amortization and deferral . ... o i (83) (104) (63)
Net BENEAE COSE .« ot et et e et ettt aan e $2,062 $1,697 § 863
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The weighted average assumptions used to calculate the net periodic benefit cost for the years ended
December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 are as follows:

2006 2005 2004

DISCOUNE TALE .« o ot ettt et v e e ettt aa e e e 5.50% 5.75% 6.00%
Rate of compensation increase . ...........covvitiiiiiiii e 4.00% 4.00% 6.00%

The accumulated benefit obligation for the postretirement benefit plan was $13.0 million and $11.1 million
as of December 31, 2006 and 2005, respectively.

The postretirement plan’s expected benefit payments are shown below (in thousands):

00T ot e e e e e $ 288
74117 J PR A I 342
1 101 A R 381
24} 10 R P R 453
1) 1 O U I I 524
002 — 20016 . ot e e e 4,484

The annua) assumed rate of increase in the per capita cost of covered benefits (i.e., health care cost trend
rate) is assumed to be 9.0% in 2006 and decreasing to 5.0% in 2013 and remaining constant thereafter. The health
care cost trend rate assumption has a significant effect on the amounts reported. For example, increasing the
assumed health care cost trend rates by one percentage point in each year would increase the accumulated
postretirement benefit obligation by $2.3 million (17.4% of benefit obligation as of December 31, 2006) and the
service and interest cost components of net periodic postretirement benefit costs by $0.5 million for 2006.
Decreasing the assumed health care cost trend rates by one percentage point in each year would decrease the
accumulated postretirement benefit obligation, and the service and interest cost components of net periodic
postretirement benefit cost for 2006 by $1.8 million and $0.4 million, respectively.

As a result of the adoption of SFAS 158, the Company recognized a $0.5 million, after-tax, reduction in
accumulated other comprehensive income related to the postretirement plan, as of December 31, 2006, of which,
on an after tax basis, $0.8 million related to net losses, while $0.3 million related to prior service credit, The
Company estimates that it will record $0.1 million in prior service cost to net periodic benefit cost during the year
ended December 31, 2007.

Other Plans

The Company also maintains a defined contribution profit sharing plan for all eligible employees. Each year,
the Board of Directors may authorize payment of an amount equal to a percentage of each participant’s basic
annual earnings based on the experience of the Company for that year. These amounts are credited to the
employee’s account maintained by a third party, which has contracted to provide benefits under the plan. No
contributions were authorized in 2006, 2005, or 2004.

The Company maintains a qualified deferred compensation plan pursuant to Section 401(k) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. Employees may contribute up to 50% of base salary on a pre-tax basis,
subject to annual maximum contributions set by law ($15,000 in 2006). The Company contributes an amount
equal to 100% of each employee’s pre-tax contribution up to certain limits. The maximum matching contribution
is 4% of annuval base salary, with certain government mandated restrictions on contributions to highly
compensated employees. The Company also maintains a non-qualified deferred compensation plan to allow for
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contributions in excess of qualified plan limitations. The Company contributed $1.6 million, $1.6 million and
$1.3 million to these plans in 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively, which is included in other underwriting
expenses in the consolidated statements of operations.

20. Stock Based Compensation Plans

Effective January I, 2006, the Company adopted, on a prospective basis, SFAS 123(R) *Share-Based
Payments,” which is a revision of SFAS 123 *Accounting for Stock Based Compensation” and supersedes
Accounting Principles Board Opinion (" APB™) 25. The prospective method requires the application of the fair
value based method 1o compensation awards granted, modified or settled on or after the date of adoption. The
approach to account for share-based payments in SFAS 123(R) is similar to the approach described in SFAS 123,
however. SFAS 123(R) requires the expense related to all share-based payments to employees, including grants of
employee stock options, to be recognized in the consolidated financial statements. Pro forma disclosure of the
impact of fair value share-based payments is no longer an alternative to financial statement recognition. The
Company had previously adopted the expense recognition provisions of SFAS 123, on a prospective basis.
effective January 1, 2003, and since that date has included the expense related to stock options granted
subsequent to January 1. 2003 in its statements of operations. In addition, the Company has historically expensed
the compensation cost associated with its restricted shares plan beginning with the initial grant in 2001.
Accordingly. the effect of adopting SFAS 123(R) did not have a material effect on the Company’s results of
operations or financial position. Subsequent to January 1, 2006, deferred compensation related to restricted stock
grants will be recognized in additional paid-in capital. In accordance with SFAS [123(R), compensation cost
associated with stock options recognized during 2006 includes: 1) quarterly amortization related to the remaining
unvested portion of all stock option awards granted prior 1o January 1, 2006, based on the grant date fair value
estimated in accordance with the original provisions of SFAS 123; and 2) quanterly amortization related to all
stock option awards granted on or after December 31, 2005, based on the grant-date fair value estimated.

The Company has established three stock incentive plans (the “Plans™), the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.
2002 Stock Incentive Plan (the 2002 Option Plan™), the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. Stock Option Plan (the
2001 Option Plan™) and the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. Restricted Share Plan (the “Restricted Share Plan™).
The 2001 Option Plan and the Restricted Share Plan were each adopted during 2001. The Plans generally allow
for the issuance of grants and exercises through newly issued shares, treasury stock, or any combination thereof.

(a) Stock Options
2002 Option Plan

In 2002. the Company adopted the 2002 Option Plan, which provides for the grant of non-qualified stock
options 1o officers. key cmployees and directors who are employed by, or provide services to the Company.
Options for an aggregate of 1,500,000 of the Company's common shares may be granted under the 2002 Option
Plan. Pursuant to the 2002 Option Plan, 25% of the options granted become exercisable on each anniversary of
the grant in each of the four years following the date of grant and all options expire 10 years from the date of
grant. Stock options are exercisable at the grant price.

As of December 31. 2006, there was $0.3 million of unrecognized compensation cost related to unvested
options from the 2002 Option Plan, which is expected to be recognized over a remaining weighted-average
vesting period of 0.9 years. The total intrinsic value of options exercised during the year ended December 31,
2006 was approximately $1.7 miilion, as compared to $0.5 million and $0.1 million of total intrinsic value of
options exercised during the year ended December 31, 2005 and 2004, respectively.
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The following table summarizes stock option activity for the 2002 Option Plan for the year ended
December 31, 2006:

Weighted-Average

Shares Exercise Price
Options outstanding as of December 31,2005 .................... 649,249 518.78
GTaANtEG . . e e e e e e e ey 10,000 24.04
Forfeited . .. .. ottt (7,249) 19.78
EXerCiSed .. ottt s e e e (148,050) 18.50
Options outstanding as of December 31, 2006 . ................... 503,950 $18.96
Vested and exercisable as of December 31, 2006 . ................. 419,950 $18.64

The fair value of options granted during the year ended December 31, 2006 and 2005, estimated as of the
grant date using the Black-Scholes option pricing model, was $9.21 and $6.89 per share, respectively. The
Company did not grant stock options during the year ended December 31, 2004. The weighted-average remaining
contractual term for options outstanding as of December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was 5.9 years, 6.8 years and
7.7 years, respectively. The weighted-average remaining contractual term for options vested and exercisable as of
December 31, 2006 was 5.7 years. As of December 31, 2006, the aggregate intrinsic value was $9.2 million for
options outstanding and $7.8 million for options vested and exercisable.

The assumptions used in the Black-Scholes option pricing model to determine the fair value of options
granted under the 2002 Option Plan follows:
For the Year

Ended
December 31,
2006 2005
Risk-free IMIETESt TAIE . . ..t o et oe e ettt e ana e cce i iaeaannans 49% 19%
Expected life (YEars). ... ..ottt 6.0 5.0
Expected volatility ..........iuiiii 32.0% 30.0%
Expected dividend yield ... ... ... i 0.6% 0.6%

The risk-free interest rate is based on a bond equivalent yield at the time of the grant with maturity dates that
coincide with the expected life of the options, The expected life of the options is based on a calculation which
estimates future exercise patterns based on the Company’s historical experience. The expected volatility for
grants is based on the historical volatility of the Company’s stock price using weekly closing prices of the
Company’s stock since the initial public offering of the Company in June 2001 and the volatility of others in the
industry.

2001 Option Plan

In 2001, the Company adopted the 2001 Option Plan, which provides for the grant of stock options with a
grant price of zero to officers and key employees of the Company employed outside of the United States. Options
granted under the 2001 Option Plan generally vest and become exercisable in equal installments over three or five
years from the date of grant. Amounts granted in 2001 vest and become exercisable in two equal installments on
the fifth and tenth anniversary of the grant dates. Awards under each of the 2001 Option Plan and the Restricted
Share Plan (described below) may not exceed an aggregate of 10% of the Company’s issued and outstanding
shares of common stock as of the last business day of the previous calendar year. The Company had 69,127,532
issued and outstanding shares of common stock as of December 31, 2005.
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As of December 31, 2006, there was $1.6 million of unrecognized compensation cost related to unvested
options granted from the 2001 Option Plan, which is expected to be recognized over a remaining weighted-
average vesting period of 2.1 years. The total fair value of the options exercised from the 2001 Option Plan
during the year ended December 31, 2006 was $1.1 million, as compared to the total fair value of the options
exercised during the year ended December 31, 2005 of $0.1 million and was immaterial for the year ended
December 31, 2004.

The following table summarizes stock option activity for the 2001 Option Plan for the year ended
December 31, 2006:
Weighted-Average

Fair Value
Shares at Grant Date
Options outstanding as of December 31, 2005 . ................o0vn 142,295 $22.13
GUNIED o o ot et ettt e e ettt e e 49613 23.63
FOMfEIEAd . ot oot ottt et e (6,086) 22.89
EXCICISEA .« o o vt e et e et et s (43,844) 20.97
Options outstanding as of December 31,2006 . ..................0n 141,978 $22.98
Vested and exercisable as of December 31,2006 .................. 22,449 $22.73

The weighted-average remaining contractual term for options outstanding as of December 31, 2006, 2005
and 2004 was 7.4 years, 7.1 years and 7.1 years, respectively. The weighted-average remaining contractual term
for options vested and exercisable as of December 31, 2006 was 6.3 years. As of December 31, 2006, the
aggregate fair value was $5.3 million for options outstanding and $0.8 million for options vested and exercisable.

() Restricted Stock
Restricted Share Plan

In 2001, the Company adopted the Restricted Share Plan, which provides for the grant of restricted shares of
the Company’s common stock to directors, officers and key employees of the Company. Shares granted under the
Restricted Share Plan generally vest and become exercisable in equal instalilments over three years or five years
from the grant dates. Amounts granted in 2001 vest and become exercisable in two equal installments on the fifth
and tenth anniversary of the grant dates. Awards under each of the Restricted Share Plan and the 2001 Option
Plan (described above) may not exceed an aggregate of 10% of the Company’s issued and outstanding shares of
common stock as of the last business day of the previous calendar year. The Company had 69,1 27,532 issued and
outstanding shares of common stock as of December 31, 2005.

In accordance with SFAS 123(R), the fair value of restricted share awards is estimated on the date of grant
based on the market price of the Company’s stock and is amortized to compensation expense on a straight-line
basis over the related vesting periods. As of December 31, 2006, there was $10.5 million of unrecognized
compensation cost related to unvested restricted share awards, which is expected to be recognized over a
remaining weighted-average vesting period of 3.2 years. SFAS 123(R) requires that the deferred stock-based
compensation on the consolidated balance sheet on the date of adoption be netted against additional paid-in
capital. As of December 31, 2005, there was approximately $1.8 million of deferred stock-based compensation
that was netted against additional paid-in capital on January 1, 2006. The total fair value of the restricted share
awards vested during the year ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was $5.8 million, $1.8 million and
$1.8 million, respectively. As of December 31, 2006, the aggregate fair value was $25.5 million for restricted
share awards outstanding.
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The following table summarizes restricted share activity for the Restricted Share Plan for the year ended
December 31, 2006:

Weighted-Average
Fair Value at

Shares Grant Date
Restricted share awards outstanding as of December 31, 2005 ....... 784,314 51954
Granted. . ... . 154,867 26.76
Vested . ... o (234,304) 18.97
Forfeited . .. ... (21,495) 26.61
Restricted shares outstanding as of December 31, 2006............. 683,382 $21.15

(c) Employee Share Purchase Plan

In 2001, the Company established the Employee Share Purchase Plan (the “ESPP"). Under the terms of the
ESPP, eligible employees may elect to purchase Company common shares in an amount up to 10% of their
annuai base salary. The Company issues or purchases, on the employee’s behalf, the Company’s common shares
equal to 30% of the employee's contribution. In the event that the Company achieves a return on equity of at least
15% in any calendar year, as computed in accordance with GAAP, additional shares are purchased by the
Company for the employee’s benefit in an amount equal to 20% of the employee’s contribution during that year.
During the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, the Company purchased 83,046 shares,
74,764 shares and 67,819 shares, respectively, on behalf of employees pursuant to the ESPP, at average purchase
prices of $27.58, $24.93 and $24.20, respectively. The compensation expense recognized by the Company for
purchases of the Company’s common shares under the ESPP was $0.5 million, $0.4 million and $0.5 miltion for
the years ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004, respectively.

(d) General

For the years ended December 31 2006, 2005 and 2004, the Company received $2.7 million, $1.5 million
and $0.4 million, respectively, in cash from employees for the exercise of stock options. For the year ended
December 31 2006, 2005 and 2004, the Company recognized an expense related to all stock based compensation
of $5.6 miilion, $4.2 million and $2.8 million. respectively. Of the $5.6 million expense for the year ended
December 31, 2006, $0.6 million relates to the adoption of SFAS 123(R). The total tax benefit recognized for the
year ended December 31, 2006, 2005 and 2004 was $2.0 million, $1.5 million and $1.0 million, respectively. For
the year ended December 31, 2006, the additional stock based compensation expense as a result of the adoption
of SFAS 123(R) caused income before income taxes to decrease by $0.6 million, net income to decrease by
$0.4 million, and basic and diluted earnings per share to decrease by $0.01.

Had compensation costs of option awards and employees’ purchase rights been determined under a fair
value alternative method as stated in SFAS 148 *Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation — Transition and
Disclosure, an amendment of SFAS 123, the Company would have been required to prepare a fair value model
for such options and employees’ purchase rights and record such amount in the consolidated financial statements
as compensation expense, and the Company’s net income (loss) and income (loss) per common share for the
years ended December 31, 2005 and 2004 would have been reduced to the following pro forma amounts (in
thousands, except per share data):
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2005 2004
Net income (loss) as reported: ... ... . ..o $(117,666) $205,201
Add: Stock-based employee compensation expense included in net income,

net of related tax effects . .. ... o e e 316 308
Deduct: Total stock-based employee compensation expense determined

under fair value based method for all awards, net of related tax effects . . (690) (681)
Pro forma net income (loss), basic earnings per share .................. (118,040) 204,828
Effect of dilutive securities, 4.375% convertible senior debentures interest.

NEL OF LK v e et e e e e e e et e e e — 3,128
Pro forma net income (loss) available to common shareholders, diluted. . .. $(118,040) $207,956
Basic income (loss) per common share:

ASTEPOMEA . ..o\ttt $ (1.8I) $ 3.9
Pro fOFMA - o o v e e e ettt e e e e et i e (1.81) 318
Diluted income {loss) per common share:

AS FEPOTIEU . .ottt it $ (1.81) § 298
PIO fOTTIA o vt et e e e e et e e e e et e e e tan e (1.81) 2.97

21. Financial Guaranty Reinsurance

The Company previously underwrote assumed financial guaranty reinsurance. The maximum exposure to
loss, in the event of nonperformance by the underlying insured and assuming underlying collateral proved to be
of no value. related to this business was $31.0 million and $35.3 million as of December 31, 2006 and 2003,
respectively. It is the responsibility of the ceding insurer to collect and maintain collateral under financial
guaranty reinsurance. The Company ceased writing financial guaranty business in 1992.

As of December 31. 2006, financial guaranty reinsurance in force had a remaining maturity term of one
(1) to 20 years. The approximate distribution of the estimated debt service {principa! and interest) of bonds, by
type and unearned premiums, for the years ended December 31, 2006 and 2005 is as follows (in millions):

2006 2005

Municipal obligations:
General obligation bonds . ........ ... i 512 §$15
Special revenue bonds . ... ... 18 20
Industrial development bonds. . ... o 1 —
Corporate OblIZAtIONS .. ... .o et — —
Vet T] [T R $31 $35
UnEArned PIEMILINS . .. ..o voutnttnn et aann e ee it an st s $0.1 0.3
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The Company has been provided with a geographic distribution of the debt service from all of its cedants.
The following table summarizes the information which has been received by the Company from its cedants (in

millions):

)06

State Debt Service
FLOMAA o o o o e e e e et e e e et e e e e e 350
ATIZOMA .+ . o\ttt e e et et ettt e e e e 3.2
T 13 A R 2.1
KENMUCKY . . o oottt e i e e i 26
NEW FOTK o o vt e e et et ettt e e e 1.8
ALADAINA .+ o e e e e e e e 1.8
(T T £ R OO SIPEPE 1.6
OXT 1> o, 11 N ORI 18.1
States less than $1.5 million exposure per state . .......... oo i 12.9
TOUAL + v v o e e e e e e e e e e $31.0

22. Quarterly Financial Information (Unaudited)

A summary of selected quarterly financial information follows for each of the quarters in the years ended
December 31, 2006 and 2005 (in thousands, except share amounts).

Quarters Ended
March 31, June 30, September 30, December 31,

2006 2006 2006 2006 Year

Gross premiums written. .. .............. $592.811 $584,059 3619972 $538,900 $2,335,742
Net premiums written . ................. 536,000 542,819 573,465 508,651 2,160,935
Net premiums earned . .. ................ 553,452 584,609 545,370 542,395 2,225,826
Net investment income ................. 124,392 195,561 83,194 83,972 487,119
Net realized investment gains ............ 78,645 80,789 1,439 28,256 189,129
Total TEVENUES. ..\ oo e ee it eieeenes 756,489 860,959 630,003 654,623 2,902,074
Total EXPENSES .. ... ooiiiiiii 523,938 572,077 538,523 528,321 2,162,859
Income before income taxes ............. 232,551 288,882 91,480 126,302 739,215
Net income available to common

shareholders . ....... . coovmot 150,414 207,569 57,893 83,773 499,649
Net income per common share:

BasiC. ..o $ 220 §$ 303 §$ 084 $ L19 $ 7.24

Diluted ......... i $ 208 $ 2387 $ 081 $ 1.16 $ 6.93
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Quarters Ended
March 31, June 30, September 30, December 31,

2005 2005 2005 2005 Year

Gross premiums written. . ............ $673.477  $601,657 $734,134 $617,652 $2.626,920
Net premiums written ............... 609,535 537479 631,629 523,026 2,301,669
Net premiums earned . ... ............ 564.124 568,187 590,504 554,005 2,276,820
Net investment income . ............. 65819 50,614 47,642 56.017 220,092
Net realized investment gains (losses) .. (3,989) 22,608 51,364 (10,117} 59,866
Total rEVENUES. . o0 v e e e e cineennn 625,954 641,409 689,510 599,905 2,556,778
Tolal eXpenses ..........ovuccoccen 579,241 562,447 874.401 722,531 2,738,620
Income (loss) before income taxes ... .. 46,713 78,962 (184,891) (122,626) (181,842)
Net income (loss) available to common

shareholders ..................... 31,488 51,723 (121,652) (79,225) (117,666)
Net income (loss) per common share:

BasiC ..ot e $ 049 § 080 $ (1.90) $ (17 3 (1.81)

Diluted ... $ 046 $ 075 $ (1.90) $ (1.17Y 3 (1.81)

Due to changes in the number of weighted average common shares outstanding during 2006 and 2005, the
sum of quarterly earnings per common share amounts will not equal the total for the year.

23. Subsequent Events

Hub International Limited (**Hub™"), which is 13.3% owned by the Company (see Note 7(d)), announced on
February 26, 2007 that it has agreed to be acquired by a group of private equity firms. The private equity firms
have agreed to pay $40.00 per share in cash for Hub. The transaction is subject to Hub shareholder approval,
Canadian court approval, and regulatory approvals in the United States and Canada, and is expected to be
completed toward the end of the second quarter of 2007. The Company expects 1o recognize pre-tax income of
approximately $110.0 million ($71.5 million, after tax), principally through realized gains, related to the sale of
its ownership in Hub.

On February 8, 2007, the Company was added as a co-defendant in an amended complaint in an existing
action against its majority sharcholder, Fairfax Financial Holdings Limited, and certain of Fairfax’s officers and
directors. who include certain current and former directors of the Company. The amended and consolidated
complaint has been filed in the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York by the lead
plaintiffs, who seek to represent a class of all purchasers and acquirers of securities of Fairfax between May 21,
2003 and March 22, 2006. inclusive, and allege, among other things, that the defendants violated U.S. federal
securities laws by making material misstatements or failing to disclose certain material information. The
amended complaint seeks, among other things. certification of the putative class, unspecified compensatory
damages, unspecified injunctive relief, reasonable costs and attorneys’ fees and other relief. The Company intends
to vigorously defend against the allegations. At this early stage of the proceedings, it is not possible to make any
determination regarding the likely outcome of this matter.
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT REGISTERED PUBLIC ACCOUNTING FIRM ON
FINANCIAL STATEMENT SCHEDULES

To the Board of Directors and Shareholders of Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.

Our audits of the consolidated financial statements, of management’s assessment of the effectiveness of
internal control over financial reporting and of the effectiveness of internal control over financial teporting
referred 10 in our report dated March 9, 2007 appearing in the 2006 Annual Report to Sharcholders of Odyssey
Re Holdings Corp. (which report, consolidated financial statements and assessment are incorporated by reference
in this Annual Report on Form 10-K) also included an audit of the financial statement schedules listed in Item 8
of this Form 10-K. In our opinion, these financial statement schedules present fairly, in all material respects, the
information set forth therein when read in conjunction with the related consolidated financial statements.

/sf PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP
New York, New York
March 9, 2007
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SCHEDULE I
ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.
SUMMARY OF INVESTMENTS
OTHER THAN INVESTMENTS IN RELATED PARTIES

December 31, 2006

Amount at
Cost or Which Shown
Amortized in the
Type of Investment Cost Fair Value Balance Sheet
(In thousands)
Fixed income securities:
Bonds available for sale:
United States government, government agencies and
AULROTIIES . o ettt et e e et e $2.613,336¢  $2,517,372 $2,517,372
States, municipalities and political subdivisions ............ 175,541 181,026 181,026
Foreign governments . . ... .....oueeetiaanniinaannes 435,927 441,452 441452
All other COrporale . ......oovviiiinnnn s 322,852 361,730 361,730
Total fixed income securities available for sale . .......... 3.547,656 3,501,580 3,501,580
Equity securities, at fair value:
Common stocks, at fair value;
Bank. trusts and insurance COMPANIES . . ... .ovvvvveennnans 162,065 195,420 195,420
Industrial and miscellaneous and all other. .. .............. 386,073 412,193 412,193
Total equity securities, at fair value .................... 548,138 607,613 607,613
SHOT-1CIM INVESTMENES . o o e et ettt ie e vae et mrann e 242,340 242,340 242 340
Other invested G8SEES . . . oottt i s 164,334 165,247 165,247
Fotal e e e e $4.502,468 $4.516,780  $4.516,780
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SCHEDULE 11
ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.

CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION OF REGISTRANT

(PARENT COMPANY)
CONDENSED BALANCE SHEETS

ASSETS
Investments and cash:

Fixed income securities, available for sale. at fair value (amortized cost $22,359

and $22.475, respectively) ... ...
Investment in subsidiary, atequity .............. . ... . ... . ... . ... ... ..
Cash and cash equivalents . ........ ... ... . .. ..

Total investmemts and cash. .. ...
Accrued investment inCome ...
Oher assels . ... .o

...................................................

SHAREHOLDERS’ EQUITY

Preferred shares, $0.01 par value; 200,000,000 shares authorized: 2.000.000
Series A shares and 2,000,000 Series B shares issued and outstanding ... .....

Common shares, $0.01 par value; 500,000,000 shares authorized: 71,218,616 and
69.242.857 shares issued. respectively............... ... . ... . ... ... ... ...

Additional paid-in capital . ... L
Treasury shares, at cost (77,668 and 115,325 shares, respectively)..............
Unearned stock compensation .............. ... ... ... ... .. . ... . .. ...
Accumulated other comprehensive income, net of deferred income taxes ........
Retained earnings . ... ..

December 31,

2006

2005

(In thousands,
except share amounts)

$ 22362 § 22,380
2.599.736  2.218910
36.409 80.053
2,658,507 2,321,343
105 522

4,588 3,637
$2.663.200  $2.325.502
$ 512504 § 469,155
44876 758
4,866 4,624

— 200,000

17.375 11,510
579.621 686,047
40 40

712 692
1,029,349 984,571
(2.528) (2,916)

— (1.770)
25.329 119.039
1,030.677 539,799
2,083,579 1,639,455
$2,663,200  $2.325,502

The condensed financial statements should be read in conjunction with the accompanying notes and with the

consolidated financial statements and notes thereto.,




SCHEDULE H
ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.

CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION OF REGISTRANT
(PARENT COMPANY)

CONDENSED STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS AND RETAINED EARNINGS
Years Ended December 31,

2006 2005 2004
(In thousands}

REVENUES
Net investment IMCOMIE . ..o vvrn e et e ca et es s $ 1461 % 2757 8§ 10
Net realized capital gains (losses) . ............. .o — —_ 1
Equity in net income (loss) of subsidiary ........ ... ot 534,599 (76,051) 229,283
TOtal TEVENUES o o e ot o vt e e e ettt m e e e aenns 536,060 (73,294) 229,294
EXPENSES
Other eXPENSE, NEL. . ... .v oot e ane e 16,938 23,882 13477
TIHETESt EXPEIISE « oo v v ce e oheeeia e bt s s 37910 29,991 25,609
Loss on early extinguishment of debt ...............covvnannn 2,403 3,822 —
TOtal EXPENSES - - ..t vunnr v oot e 57,251 57,695 39,086
Income (loss) before income taxes ... ....oovvvniinaannoinns 478,809 (130,989) 190,208
Federal and foreign income tax provision (benefit):
CUITEIL &« v oo e s e e e e e e et ettt e et ae e (1,340) 5,205 (3.452)
DEfermed .\ o e e (27,757) (20,472} (11,5413
Total federal and foreign income tax benefit . ................... (29,097} (15.267) (14,993)
Net income (JOSS) .. ovr vt 507,906 (115,722) 205,201
Preferred dividends . ... oo v it i et (8,257) (1,944) _
Net income available to common shareholders . ................ ... $ 499649  $(117,666) $205,201
Retained earnings, beginning of year . ............ ... 539,799 665,715 468,621
Dividends to common shareholders .. ...... ... .. o (8,771) (8,250) (8,107
Retained earnings, end of year ... ... $1,030,677 $539.799  $665,715

The condensed financial statements should be read in conjunction with the accompanying notes and with the
consolidated financial statements and notes thereto.
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SCHEDULE 11
ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.

CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION OF REGISTRANT
(PARENT COMPANY)

CONDENSED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS

Years Ended December 31,
2006 2005 2004
(In thousands)

CASH FLOWS FROM OPERATING ACTIVITIES

Netincome (loss) ............o.o i $507,906  $(115,722) $205.201
Adjustments to reconcile net income (loss) to net cash used in operating
activities:
Equity in net (income) loss of subsidiary ... ... ... ... .. ... .. ..., (534,599 76,051 (229,283)
Federal and foreign income taxes .................. ... ... ...... 47.619 21.276 10.655
Other assets and liabilities, net ............ .. ... . . .. .. ... ... ... 4257 (2,746) 5,402
Bond premium amortization, net............. ... . ... .. ... ... (252) (83) —
Amortization of restricted shares . . ..., . ... .. ... . ... ... . ..., 5,642 2,869 1,778
Net realized investment {gains) 1osses. . ..... ..o, — — (N
Loss on early extinguishment of debt .................. ... .. .. .. 2,403 3.822 —
Dividend from subsidiary........ . ... ... ... ... ... . ... ... ... 60,000 22,500 55.000
Net cash used in operating activities. . ............. .. ... ... ... 92,976 7,967 48,752
CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTIVITIES
Maturities of fixed income securities ........ ... ... .. .. ... . ... . 22,642 — —
Purchases of fixed income securities..................... .. . .. ... (22,331) (22,392) —
Acquisition of subsidiary ............. . ... . — — (43.029)
Capital contribution to subsidiary .. ............ . ... ... .. ... . ... .. (200,000  (185,000) —
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities ....... ... ..., (199.689) (207.392) {43,029)
CASH FLOWS FROM FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Net proceeds from commeon share issuance ........................ 1,300 102,135 —
Net proceeds from preferred share issuance .. ....... .. ... ... .... ... — 97,511 —
Net proceeds from debt issuance. .. .......... .. ... ... ... ... .. .. 138,966 123,168 —
Repaymentof debt ...... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... .. .. . ... ... (59.333) {34.202) (101)
Purchase of treasury shares ................ . .. ... .. . ... ... .. . .. (3,095) (4,130 (10.090)
Dividends paid on preferred shares .. .................... . ... ... .. (8,107 — —
Dividends paid on common shares .............. ... ... . ... .. (8,77 (8.250) (8.107)
Proceeds from the exercise of stock options. . ................... ... 1,438 1.503 404
Excess tax benefit from stock-based compensation .................. 671 — —
Net cash provided by financing activities .. .................... 63,069 277,735 (17,894)
Increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents .................... (43,644) 78,310 {(12,171)
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of year .............. .. .... .. 80.053 1,743 13914
Cash and cash equivalents, end of year .............. ... ... .. $36409 3% BO053 % 1.743

The condensed financial statements should be read in conjunction with the accompanying notes and with the
consolidated financial statements and notes thereto.
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(1) Dividends received from subsidiaries, which were previously reported as a financing activity, have been
appropriately classified as an operating activity beginning in 2006, with conforming changes in 2005 and 2004.

(2) The registrant’s investment in Odyssey America is accounted for under the equity method of accounting.

174




SCHEDULE 111
ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.

SUPPLEMENTAL INSURANCE INFORMATION
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2006 AND 2005 AND
FOR THE YEARS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2006, 2005 AND 2004

Amortization
Net unpaid of net
Deferred  losses and Net losses deferred
policy loss Gross Net Net Net and loss policy Net
acquisition adjustment unearned  premiums  premiums  investment adjustment acquisition  onderwriting
Segment costs expenses  premiums written earned income expenses costs exXpenses
(In thousands)

Year Ended

December 31, 2006
Americas .............. $ 68245 $2,518,721 $275.322 § 897,819 % 975039 $412,097 % 765787  $222,298 $ 77259
EuroAsia .............. 39,973 575,573 140,909 542,454 531,378 11,131 320434 117,043 17,547
London Market ......... 14,153 908,153 109,333 312,524 333,508 46,166 182,478 56,549 29.515
US. Insurance .. ....vss 27,515 400,693 215,764 408,138 385,901 16,264 215,498 68,258 29,155
Holding Company . ...... — — — — — 1,461 — —

Totals ............... $149386 $4.403,140 $741,328 $2,160,935 $2,225826 $487,119 $1,484,197  $464,148 $153,476
Year Ended

December 31, 2005
Americas . ............. $ 90939 $2,342604 $357,760 $1,043,797 $1,051,162 $165.891 $1,186,196  $246,250 $ 76058
EuroAsia .............. 37,120 464,561 133,984 512,704 516,175 7,694 326,043 114,333 22,547
London Market ......... 21,205 786,457 127,906 375,249 386,076 34,347 348,759 57,218 29,725
U.S. Insurance . ......... 22,086 317,301 214,835 369,919 323,407 9,403 200,613 52,351 17.700
Holding Company ....... — — — — — 2,757 — —

Totals . .......cvnnnn. $171.350  $3,910923 5834485 $2,301,669 $2,276,820 $220,092 $2,061,611  $470,152 $146,030
Year Ended

December 31, 2004
Americas .............. $ 93511 $2,014,130 $366,902 $1,205,585 $1,230,016 $137,169 $ 907,623  $314,195 $ 61,196
EuroAsia .............. 35,796 369,185 133,847 530,774 482,359 6,409 299,791 104,365 18,222
London Market ......... 25,815 589,125 151,884 389,803 422,777 14,654 293,560 72,948 27421
U.S. Insurance . ......... 14,397 199,451 172,123 235,643 198,359 6,006 130,132 24,348 13,926
Holding Company ....... — — — — — 10 — —

Totals ............... $169,519 $3,171,891 $824,756 $2,361,805 $2,333,511 $164,248 $1,631,106  $515,856 $120,765

175




Year Ended December 31, 2006
Premiums written:

Life insurance. . ... ... ereennnn

Accident and health insurance
Property and casualty insurance
Title insurance

Total premiums written

Year Ended December 31, 2005:
Premiums written:
Life insurance. .. ...........
Accident and health insurance
Property and casualty insurance
Title insurance

Total premiums written

Year Ended December 31, 2004:
Premiums written:
Life insurance. .. ...........
Accident and health insurance
Property and casualty insurance
Title insurance

Total premiums written

SCHEDULE 1V

ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.

REINSURANCE
Assumed Ceded to Percentage of
from other other amount
Direct companies  companies  Net Amount  assumed to net
(In thousands)
$ — S — S — 8 — —%
| 712,14_9 1,623,5; 174.8;; 2,160,9£ 757
.. $712,149  $1,623,593  $174,807  $2,160,935 ?:14%
...... 3 — 3 — 3 — 8 — —%
| 763.2::’_0 1.863.6; 325,2; 2.30!.6; 8]_:{_)
-. $763.270  $1.863,650  $325,251  $2.,301,669 ﬁ%
...... $ — 8 — 8 — 8 — —%
| 702.]; 1.948.6;; 288.9;(-) 2.36I.8£ 82;
: $702,127  $1.948,648  $288,970  $2.361,805 ST____E%
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Item 9. Changes in and Disagreements with Accountanis on Accounting and Financial Disclosures
None.

Item 9A. Controls and Procedures

(a) Evaluation of Disclosure Controls and Procedures

The Company's management, with the participation of the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial
Officer. completed an evaluation of the effectiveness of the design and operation of the Company’s disciosure
controls and procedures (as defined in Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
as amended (the “Exchange Act”)). Disclosure controls and procedures are designed to ensure that information
required to be disclosed by the Company in reports that it files or submits under the Exchange Act is recorded.
processed, summarized and reported within the time periods specitied by the Securities and Exchange
Commission’s (the “SEC™) rules and forms, and that such information is accumulated and communicated to
management, including the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer, as appropriate, to allow timely
decisions regarding required disclosures. Based on this evaluation, the Company’s Chief Executive Officer and
Chief Financial Officer have concluded that, as of the end of the fiscal year covered by this Form 10-K, the
Company's disclosure controls and procedures were effective.

(b) Management’s Report on Internal Control over Financial Reporting

Our management is responsible for establishing and maintaining adequate internal control over financial
reporting as defined in Rules 13a-15(f) and 15d-15(f) of the Exchange Act and for assessing the effectiveness of
internal control over financial reporting.

Because of its inherent limitations, internal control over financial reporting may not prevent or detect
misstatements. In addition, projections of any evaluation of effectiveness of internal control over financial
reporting to future periods are subject to the risk that controls may become inadequate because of changes in
conditions, or that the degree of compliance with the policies or procedures may deteriorate.

Management, including our Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer, has assessed the
effectiveness of our internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2006. In making its assessment
of inteal control over financial reporting, management used the criteria established in fnternal Control —
Integrated Framework, issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission
(COSO). This assessment included an evaluation of the design of our internal control over financial reporting and
testing of the operational effectiveness of those controls. Based on the results of this assessment, management has
concluded that the Company’s internal control over financial reporting was effective as of December 31, 2006.

Management's assessment of the effectiveness of our internal control over financial reporting as of
December 31. 2006 has been audited by PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP, an independent registered public
accounting firm, as stated in their report, which is included herein.

(¢) Remediation of Material Weaknesses

As disclosed in the Company’s Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2005,
initially filed with the SEC on March 31, 2006 (the 2005 10-K™), and Amendment No. | to the 2005
Form 10-K, filed with the SEC on October 16, 2006, and the Company’s Quarterly Reports on Form 10-Q as of
and for each of the quarters in the nine months ended September 30, 2006, management of the Company had
determined that, as of December 31, 2005, the Company's disclosure controls and procedures were ineffective,
and had identified two material weaknesses. A material weakness is a control deficiency or combination of
control deficiencies that results in more than a remote likelihood that a material misstatement of the annual or
interim financial statements will not be prevented or detected. As discussed in more detail below, the first
material weakness related to controls over the accounting for complex reinsurance transactions, and the second
material weakness related to internal controls over the accounting for certain investment transactions. As of
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December 31, 2006, the Company has remediated the two reported material weaknesses. The reported material
weaknesses and remediation results are as follows:

Material weakness related to the controls over the accounting for complex reinsurance transactions.
Management concluded that the Company did not maintain effective controls over the accurate accounting for
complex reinsurance transactions as of December 31, 2005, Specifically, the Company did not have effective
controls designed and in place over the consideration and application of relevant generally accepted accounting
principles and the evaluation and documentation of risk transfer for complex reinsurance transactions. This
control deficiency resulted in the restatement of the Company’s consolidated financial statements as of and for the
years ended December 31, 2004 and 2003 and as of and for each of the quarters in the nine months ended
September 30, 2005, as well as audit adjustments in the fourth quarter of 2005 to the Company’s consolidated
financial statements as of and for the year ended December 31, 2005, to correct gross premiums written, net
premiums written, net premiums earned, losses and loss adjustment expenses, acquisition costs, other underwrit-
ing expenses, and the related balance sheet accounts.

Remediation of Material Weakness. The Company has taken the following actions to remediate the
material weakness related to control over the accounting for complex reinsurance transactions and the evaluation
and documentation of risk transfer for complex reinsurance transactions:

¢ implementation of enhancements to the underwriting guidelines, evaluation procedures and documenta-
tion of the risk transfer assessment process;

* establishment of controls to assure compliance with underwriting guidelines has been enhanced,
including improved communication with the accounting and actuarial functions on issues that give rise
to unusual and/or complex accounting and risk transfer issues;

* implementation of the requirement that all ceded contracts incepted since January 1, 2006 be assessed
for risk transfer and reviewed for unusual and/or complex features by the actuarial and accounting
departments;

» enhancements to the Company’s underwriting system to allow monitoring of the risk transfer evaluation
process; and

* implementation of the requirement that the Company’s underwriters certify, on a quarterly basis, that
the contracts for which they are responsible comply with the Company’s underwriting guidelines, and
that the existence, if any, of all complex features or unique terms has been disclosed.

Based upon the significant actions taken, as listed above, and the testing and evaluation of the effectiveness
of the controls, management has concluded that the material weakness described above has been remediated as of
December 31, 2006.

Material weakness related to the accounting treatment for certain investment transactions. As of
December 31, 2005, management concluded that the Company did not maintain effective controls, review
procedures and communications related to investment accounting to ensure conformity with generally accepted
accounting principles. Specifically, communications and effective controls were not in place surrounding the
consideration and application of relevant generally accepted accounting principles to the identification, valuation
and presentation of: 1) derivatives embedded in certain debt securities, and 2) certain equity method investments.
This material weakness resulted in adjustments to the Company’s consolidated financial statements as of and for
the periods ended December 31, 2001 through 2005, and as of and for each of the related quarters therein.
Additionally, this weakness could result in a misstatement of net investment income, net realized investment
gains (losses), fixed income securities, common stocks, federal and foreign income taxes, other liabilities,
shareholders’ equity, earnings per share and other comprehensive income, and the related accounts and
disclosures that would be material to the Company’s annuval or interim financial statements and would not be
prevented or detected.
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Remediation of Material Weakness. The Company has taken the following actions to remediate the
material weakness related to the accounting for certain investment transactions:

o strengthening of existing controls and addition of controls (i) to detect investments with complex features,
including embedded derivatives and securities that would require accounting other than under FAS 115,
(i) to determine the accounting appropriate for those investments, and (iii) to value any of the underlying
components of these investments containing these features consistent with applicable accounting rules;

« implementation of monitoring controls to ensure that the determination of the accounting treatment has
been performed appropriately, consistently and timely;

s improvement in the Company’s ability to assess the applicability of existing and new accounting
pronouncements affecting the accounting treatment of investment transactions; and

* strengthening of existing internal controls to ensure improved communication (including frequency and
timeliness) with the Company’s investment manager.

Based upon the significant actions taken, as listed above, and the testing and evaluation of the effectiveness
of the controls, management has concluded that the material weakness described above has been remediated as of
December 31, 2006,

(d) Changes in Internal Controls over Financial Reporting

There were changes, as described above, in the Company’s internal control over financial reporting during
the quarter ended December 31, 2006, related to the remediation of the material weaknesses described above, that
have materially affected, or are reasonably likely to materially affect, the Company’s internal control over
financial reporting.

Item 9B. Other Information

No information required to be disclosed in a current report on Form 8-K during the three months ended
December 31, 2006 was not so reported.

Mr. Robert Giammarco previously resigned as Chief Financial Officer of OdysseyRe, effective as of
August 13, 2006, and as OdysseyRe’s Executive Vice President, effective October 31, 2006. On March 9, 2007,
OdysseyRe entered into a resignation and separation agreement with Mr. Giammarco. Under the terms of the
agreement, Mr, Giammarco will receive a payment of $2.,000,000 as consideration for services performed while
an executive of the Company, and will forfeit all rights to shares of OdysseyRe restricted stock that were
previously granted or contemplated. Mr. Giammarco will be subject to (i) a 12-month non-solicitation covenant
restricting him from soliciting OdysseyRe employees and clients and (ii) a 36-month confidentiality covenant.
The agreement includes a mutual waiver and release of all claims arising out of Mr. Giammarco’s employment
relationship with OdysseyRe.

The foregoing description is qualified by reference to the full text of the resignation and separation
agreement, which is included as Exhibit 10.32 to this Annual Report on Form 10-K.

PART 111

Item 10. Directors, Executive Officers and Corporate Governance

Reference is made to the sections captioned “Election of Directors,” “Information Concerning Nominees,”
“Information Concerning Executive Officers,” ““Audit Committee Financial Expert,” “‘Audit Committee” and
“Compliance with Section 16(a) of the Exchange Act” in our proxy statement (Proxy Statement) for the 2007
Annual General Meeting of Shareholders, which will be filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission
within 120 days of the close of our fiscal year ended December 31, 2006, which sections are incorporated herein
by reference.
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Code of Ethics

Reference is made to the section captioned “Code of Ethics for Senior Financial Officers” in our Proxy
Statement, which section is incorporated herein by reference.

Item 11. Executive Compensation

Reference is made to the section captioned “Executive Compensation” in our 2007 Proxy Statement, which
is incorporated herein by reference.

Item 12. Security Ownership of Certain Beneficial Owners and Management and Related Shareholder
Matters

Reference is made to the sections captioned “Common Share Ownership by Directors and Executive
Officers and Principal Stockholders™ in our Proxy Statement, which are incorporated herein by reference.

Equity Compensation Plan Information

The following table sets forth information regarding securities issued under our equity compensation plans
as of December 31, 2006.

Number of Securities
to Be Issued upon Weighted Average Number of Securities
Exercise of Exercise Price of Remaining Available
Outstanding Options Outstanding Options for Future Issuance

Equity Compensation Plans:
Not approved by sharcholders . . .. — — —
Approved by shareholders ... .. .. 503,950 518.96 8,712,193(1)

(1) Includes options to purchase 743,084 of our common shares available for future grant under the Odyssey Re
Holdings Corp. 2002 Stock Incentive Plan and 351,064 of our common shares available for future grant
under the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. (Non-Qualified) Employee Share Purchase Plan. In addition, under the
terms of the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. Restricted Share Plan and the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. Siock
Option Plan (the “Plans™), we are authorized to grant awards of restricted shares and stock options that
together do not exceed 10% of our issued and outstanding common shares as of the last business day of each
calendar year. As of December 31, 2006, the number of our restricted common shares authorized for future
grant together with the number of our common shares underlying options authorized for future grant was
7,114,095,

Item 13. Certain Relationships and Related Transactions, and Director Independence

Reference is made to the sections captioned “Certain Relationships and Related Transactions™ and
“Controlled Company Status” in our Proxy Statement, which are incorporated herein by reference.

Item 14. Principal Accountant Fees and Services

Reference is made to the section captioned “Independent Registered Public Accounting Firm™ in our Proxy
Statement, which is incorporated herein by reference.

Item 15. Exhibits and Financial Statement Schedules

Financial Statements and Schedules

The Financial Statements and schedules listed in the accompanying index to consolidated financial
statements in Item 8 are filed as part of this report. Schedules not included in the index have been omitted because
they are not applicable.
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Exhibits
The exhibits listed on the accompanying Exhibits Index are filed as a part of this Report.
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SIGNATURES

Pursvant to the requirements of Section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant
has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the undersigned, thereunto duly authorized.

ODYSSEY RE HOLDINGS CORP.

By: /s/ ANDREW A. BARNARD

Name: Andrew A, Barnard
Title:  President, Chief Executive Officer

Date: March 9, 2007

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, this report has been signed below by
the following persons on behalf of the registrant and in the capacities and on the dates indicated.

Signature Title Date
s/ ANDREW A. BARNARD President, Chief Executive Officer and March 9, 2007
Andrew A. Barnard Director { Principal Executive Officer)
fs/ R. SCOTT DONOVAN Executive Vice President and Chief March 9, 2007
R. Scott Donovan Financial Officer ( Principal Financial

and Accounting Officer)

* Director March 9, 2007
V. Prem Watsa
* Director March 9, 2007

James F. Dowd

* Director March 9, 2007
Peter M. Bennett

* Director March 9, 2007
Anthony F. Griffiths

* Director March 9, 2007
Patrick W. Kenny

* Director March 9, 2007
Samuel A. Mitchell

* Director March 9, 2007
Brandon Sweitzer

* Director March 9, 2007
Paul M. Wolff

*By: /s/  ANDREW A. BARNARD

Andrew A. Barnard
Attorney-in-fact
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Number

3.1

32

4.1

42

44

4.5

4.6

47

4.8

4.9

4.10

4.11

4.12

4.13

10.1

EXHIBIT INDEX

Title of Exhibit

Amended and Restated Certificate of Incorporation (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s
Amendment No. 1 to Registration Statement on Form $-1 (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission
on May 4, 2001). Also see Exhibits 4.7 and 4.8 hereto.

Amended and Restated By-Laws (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Amendment No. 1
to Registration Statement on Form S-1 (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission on May 4, 2001).

Specimen Certificate representing Common Stock {incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s
Amendment No. 2 to Registration Statement on Form S-1 (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission
on May 29, 2001).

Indenture dated June 18, 2002 between Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and The Bank of New York
regarding the 4.375% Convertible Senior Debentures due 2022 (incorporated herein by reference to
Exhibit 4.3 of the Registrant’s registration statement on Form $-3, filed on August 8, 2002).

Indenture dated October 31, 2003 between Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and The Bank of New York
regarding the 6.875% Senior Notes due 2015 and the 7.65% Senior Notes due 2013 (incorporated by
reference to Exhibit 4.1 of the Registrant’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q filed with the Commission
on November 3, 2003).

Globa!l Security dated October 31, 2003 representing $150,000,000 aggregate principal amount of
7.65% Senior Notes due 2013 (incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.2 of the Registrant’s Quarterly
Report on Form 10-Q filed with the Commission on November 3, 2003},

Globa! Security dated November 18, 2003 representing $75,000,000 aggregate principal amount of
7 65% Senior Notes due 2013 (incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.6 of the Registrant’s Annual
Report on Form 10-K filed with the Commission on February 18, 2004).

Global Security dated May 13, 2005, representing $125,000,000 aggregate principal amount of
6.875% Senior Notes due 2015 (incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.7 of the Registrant’s Quarterly
Report on Form 10-Q filed on August 9, 2005).

Certificate of Designations setting forth the specific rights, preferences, limitations and other terms of the
Series A Preferred Shares (incorporated by reference to the Registrant’s Current Report on Form 8-K
filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission on October 18, 2005).

Certificate of Designations setting forth the specific rights, preferences, limitations and other terms of the
Series B Preferred Shares (incorporated by reference to the Registrant’s Current Report on Form 8-K
filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission on October 18, 2005).

Form of Stock Certificate evidencing the Series A Preferred Shares (incorporated by reference to the
Registrant’s Current Report on Form .K filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission on
October 18, 2005).

Form of Stock Certificate evidencing the Series B Preferred Shares (incorporated by reference to the
Registrant’s Current Report on Form 8-K filed with the Securitics and Exchange Commission on
October 18, 2005).

Indenture dated as of February 22, 2006 between Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and Wilmington Trust
Company regarding the Floating Rate Senior Debentures, Series A (incorporated by reference to the
Registrant’s Annual Report on Form 10-K filed with the Commission on March 31, 2006).

Indenture dated as of February 22, 2006 between Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and Wilmington Trust
Company regarding the Floating Rate Senior Debentures, Series B (incorporated by reference to the
Registrant’s Annual Report on Form 10-K filed with the Commission on March 31, 2006).

Indenture dated as of November 28, 2006 between Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. and Wilmington Trust
Company regarding the Floating Rate Senior Debentures, Series C (incorporated herein by reference to
the Registrant’s Current Report on Form 8-K filed with the Commission on November 29, 2006).
Affiliate Guarantee by Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation dated as of July 14, 2000 relating to

Compagnie Transcontinentale de Réassurance (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s
Registration Statement on Form S-1 (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission on March 26, 2001).
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Number
10.2

10.3

10.4

10.5

10.6

10.7

10.8

10.9

10.10

1011

10.12

10.13

Title of Exhibit
—  ~XNibH

Blanket Assumption Endorsement Agreement between Ranger Insurance Company and Odyssey
Reinsurance Corporation dated as of July 1, 1999 (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s
Registration Statement on Form S-1 (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission on March 26, 2001,

Tax Allocation Agreement effective ug of June 19, 200) among Fairfax Inc,, Odyssey Re Holdings
Corp., Odyssey America Reinsurance Corporation, Odyssey Reinsurance Corporation, and Hudson
Insurance Company (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Annug) Report on Form 10-K
filed with the Commission on March 6, 2002), !mer-Company Tax Allocation Agreement among TIG
Holdings, inc. and the subsidiary corporations party thereto and Agreement for the Allocation and
Settlement of Consolidated Federa] Income Tax Liability as amended {each incorporated herein by
reference to the Registrant’s Amendment No. 2 10 Registration Statement on Form §-1 (No. 333-57642),
filed with the Commission on May 29, 2001) and Inter-Company Tax Allocation Agreement effective as
of March 4, 2003 between Odyssey Re Hoidings Corp. and Fairfax Inc, (incorporated herein by
reference to the Registrant’s Registration Statement on Form S-1 (No. 333-138340), filed with the
Commission on October 31, 2006),

Employment Agreement dated as of September 14, 2005 between Andrew A, Barnard and Odyssey Re
Holdings Corp. (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q,
filed with the Commission on September 16, 2005.**

Employment Agreement dated as of May 23, 2001 between Michael Wacek and Odyssey Re Holdings
Corp (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Amendment No. ? o Registration Statement
on Form §-1 (No, 333-57642), filed with the Commissjon on May 29, 2007).**

Holdings Corp (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Current Report on Form 8-K, filed
with the Commission on August 25, 2006),

Third Amended and Modified Office Lease Agreement in relation to 300 First Stamford Place, Stamford,
Connecticut apd guaranice of Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. executed in connection therewith ( thcorpo-
rated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q filed with the Commission
on November 4, 2004) which amends the Lease Agreement between TIG Insurance Company and First
Stamford Place Company, as amended (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s Amendment
No. 2 to Registration Statement on Form S-] (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission on May 29,
2001).

Registrant’s Annual Report on Form 10-K filed with the Commission on March 3], 2006).

Investment Agreement dated as of January 1, 2003 between Hamblin Watsa Investment Counsel Lid.,
Fairfax Financial Holdings Limited and Newline Underwriting Management Ltd, {(incorporated by
reference to the Registrant’s Annual Report on Form [0.K filed with the Commission on March 31,
2006).

Stop Loss Agreement dated December 31, 1995 among Skandia America Reinsurance Corporation and
Skandia Insurance Company ILid., as amended (incorporated herein by reference to the Registrant’s
Amendment No, | to Registration Statement on Form S-) (No. 333-57642), filed with the Commission
on May 4, 2001).
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INVESTOR INFORMATION

Investor Information

Shareholders’ Meeting

The 2007 Annual Shareholders’ Mesting will be held on
Wednesday, April 25, 2007, at 9:30 a.m. (Eastern Daylight
Saving Time), at The Yale Club, 50 Vanderbill Avenue,
New York, NY.

Auditors
PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP
PricewaterhouseCoopers Center
300 Madison Avenue

New York, NY 10017

Transfer Agent and Registrar

The Bank of New York

{800) 524-4458

(212) 815-3700 (Outside the U.S.)

(888) 269-5221 (Hearing Impaired — TTY Phone)
E-Mail Address: shareowners@bankofny.com
Website: https://www._stockbny.com

Address Shareholder Inquiries to:
The Bank of New York

Investor Services Department

PO. Box 11258

New York, NY 10286-1258

Send Certificates for Transfer and Address Changes to:
The Bank of New York

Receive and Deliver Department

P.O. Box 11002

New York, NY 10286-1002

Stock Trading
Qdyssey Re Holdings Corp. commen shares are traded
on the New York Stock Exchange under the trading
symbol “ORH.”

Common Shares and Dividends

Quarterly high and low sales prices per share of the
Company's common stock, as reported by the New York
Stock Exchange Composite, for the four guarters of
2006, and the four quarters of 2005, as well as dividends
paid, were as follows:

Common Share Market Price
(In dollars)

High Low Dividends Paid
2006
fourth quarter 38.65 3345 $.0313 per share

Third quarter ~ 34.75 24.70 $.0313 per ghare
Second quarter 26.60 21.23 $.0313 per share
First quarter 2541 19.50 $.0313 per share

2005

Fourth gquarter 26.92 23.77 $.0313 per share
Third quarter 2586 23.76 $.0313 per share
Second quarter 25.33 22.50 $.0313 per share
First quarter 26.01 24.20 $.0313 per share

On February 22, 2007, the Board of Directors declared a
cash dividend of $0.0625 per common share to be paid
on or before March 30, 2007 to shareholders of record as
of March 16, 2007. The declaration and payment of future
dividends, if any, by the Company will be at the discretion
of the Beard of Directors.

As of February 6, 2007, the number of holders of the
Company's common stock, including those whose
common stock is held in nominge name, was
approximately 14,750,

Employees
As of December 31, 2008, the Company and its subsidiaries
had 610 employees.

Information Request:

Copies of the Odyssey Re Holdings Corp. Annual
Report and Form 10-K are available without charge
on OdysseyRe's Web site http://www.odysseyre.com,
or upon written request to:

QOdyssey Re Holdings Corp.
Attn: Investor Relations
300 First Stamford Place
Stamford, CT 06902
Telephone: (203) 940-8610
Facsimile: (203) 965-7960

For more information about Odyssey Re Holdings Corp.,
visit OdysseyRe's website at http://www.odysseyre.com

Certifications

The Company has filed the certifications required by
Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002 as
exhibits to its Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal
year ended December 31, 2006. In addition, the
Company has submitted tc the New York Stock
Exchange the certification of its Chief Executive Officer
required by Section 303A.12(a) of the Exchange’s Listed
Cempany Manual.

Caution Regarding Forward-Looking Statements:
This document may include “forward-looking statements”
within the meaning of the Private Securities Litigation
Reform Act of 1995. These statements, which may relate
to risks and uncertainties, are based upon management’s
current expectations and are subject to uncertainty and
changes in circumstances. Actual results may differ
materially from those contained in, or suggested by, such
forward-looking statements. Additional information
concerning factors that could cause actual results to differ
materially from those in the forward-looking statements is
contained in the Company’s filings with the Securities and
Exchange Commission.
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